ea ea a A ES 
NILES’ WEEKLY REGISTER. 





FouRTH SERIES. No. 1—Vou. XIl.] BALTIMORE, MARCH 7, 1835. [Vox. XLVIII. Wuoxz No. 1,224 


—_—— 








THE PAST—THE PRESENT—FOR THE FUTURE. 





EDITED, PRINTED AND PUBLISHED BY H. NILES, AT $5 PER ANNUM, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE. 








We have given up nearly all our space to a record of 
the proceedings of congress—and, in our next, (to be 
aided by a supplement), we shall bring up the state of 
things into something like regularity and order. 


A good many copies of the ReeisTer pass on to Great 
Britain, &c. This work contains a compact and well 
arranged and extensive record of public concerns. Gen- 
tlemen desirous of sending it to their friends in Europe, 
are respectfully informed, that we can so arrange it as to 
have the inland postage paid to New York, and so save 
them all trouble in forwarding it regularly. 


The leisurely gate at which congress proceeded was 
wofully paid for at the close of the session, when a great 
deal of business was neglected for the want of time! The 
following are some of the bills lying over— 

The post office reform bill; (passed unanimously in 
the senate). 

The custom house regulation bill; (passed nearly una- 
nimous in the senate). 

The important judiciary bill; (passed by a vote of 31 
to 5 in the senate). 

The bill regulating the deposite of the public moneys 
in the deposite banks. 

The bill respecting the tenure of office, and removals 
from office; (a most important bill, supported in the se- 
enate by men of all parties). 

The bill indemnifying claimants for French spoiia- 
tions, before 1800. 

The bill for the relief of the cities of the District. 

The bill providing for the increase of the corps of en- 
gineers. 

The bill to carry into effect the convention between 
the United States and Spain. 

The bill to improve the navigation of the Mississippi, 
in the neighborhood of St. Louis. All sent from the se- 
nate. 

The bill making an appropriation for the support of 
the military academy at West Point, luckily passed— 
being tacked on to another bill! 

The bill concerning fortifications is lost! Vot one 
dollar is ap = iaied'/—owing to certain amendments. 
To this bill, the house, on the last day of the session, 
added the following as an amendment— 

“And be it, ¥c. That the sum of three millions of dollars be 
and the same is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, in whole 
or in part, under the direction of the president of the United 
States, for the military and naval service, including fortifica. 
tions and ordnance, and increase of the navy; provided, such 


expenditures shall be necessary for the defence of the country 
prior to the next meeting of congress.”? 

When this came to the senate, the extraordinary sec- 
tion was opposed as conferring on the president unlimit- 
ted military power. The senate disagreed to this vote 
for the three millions of dollars; and here are the yeas 
and nays on the motion to disagree to it: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, 
Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, 
Mangum, Moore. Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Pres- 
ton, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, Ty- 
ler, Waggaman, Webster, White—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
Grundy, Hill, Kane, King, of Alabama, King, of Georgia, Linn, 
McKean, Morris, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallunadge, Tip- 
ton, Wright—19. 

The bill went back to the house. The house insisted 
on its amendment, and again returned the bill to the se- 
nate. The senate voted to adhere to its disagreement— 
29 to 17. 

A committee of conferenee was the result. They met 
and resolved to strike out the appropriation of three mil- 
lions, and insert in its place— 

‘As an additional appropriation for arming the fortifications 
of the United States, three hundred thousand dollars. 
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** As an additional appropriation for the repairs and equipment 
of the ships of war of the United States, five hundred thousand 
dollars.’ 


And, at 11 o’clock, at night, the senate, anxious for 
the bill, sent a message to the house—but the house, be- 
cause of its thinness, or something else, did not act upon 
it! Forty-six senators answered to their names at a lit- 
tle before 12 o’clock. 

The appropriation for a minister to England was lost 
by disagreement between the two houses—the senate in- 
sisting that he should be appointed wit! their consent. 

Mr. Taney’s nomination lies over. 

The bill providing for the erection of a new treasury 
building, remains untouched—we believe. 

The ‘*National Intelligencer,” (from which the pre- 
ceding is chiefly abstracted) says— 

We have time for no more—nor spirits for any more—at pre- 
sent, though it will be our duty to state, hereafter, other things 
which we have heard and believe, respecting the causes of the 
loss of these essential measures. 

And adds—To enable our readers to understand, at the ear- 
liest possible moment, what was actualiy done during the ses- 
sion of congress just closed, we have taken some trouble to 
have a list made out of all the acts passed; which will be found 
in preceding columns. For the same purpose, as the general 
appropriation bill was made to carry weight not usual to it, by 
being loaded with several other bills which had otherwise pe- 
rished in the general rout of all r-maining business, we have 
anticipated the publication of it in the government paper, hav- 
ing with great exertion been able to obtain a correct copy of the 
act, from the rolls of congress, in the form in which it »i1 be 
found on the preceding page. 

Among other things which the house of representatives left 
undone, was the election of printer to that body for the next 
congress. That election would have been made, but for the 
attempt to introduce, in connection with it, a provision, direct- 
ly contrary to law, that the election should be made viva voce. 
This illegal innovation was, of course, resisted, and its oppo- 
nents proved too many for those who were afraid to trust them 
to a balloting. So the election lies over. 


We shall publish the report on Mr. Poindexter’s case, 
at full length—those lately proclaimed, and such as have 
been recently approved. It will be marked, that those 
of the ‘‘packed”’ committee of the senate, have been una- 
nimously pronounced to be entirely correet!—that the 
whole senate unanimously voted his acquittal !—that those 
who swore against him, knew not where he lived! 

It is said that Mr. Taney will receive his appointment 
as one of the associate justices of the supreme court, in 
the course of a few days. 

It is singular that the votes of the two houses concern- 
ing our relations with France, are unanimous. It speaks 
to France—and to ourselves. In the senate and the house, 
no act is contemplated against her. In the latter it is said 
—‘‘that the treaty of 4th July, 1831, should be maintain- 
ed, and its execution insisted on,”’—as had been said in 
the former. Every American will aecord in this, 

This, we hope, will be done. We are willing to bear 
and forbear—but the time must come when forbearance 
may cease to be a virtue, if our just claims are not re 
spected; and we shall, with the same unanimity, appeal 
to force. May not the claim made by Russia, on account 
of Poland, have a direct bearing on this matter? be in- 
tended to = e us into a war with France? It looks 
very much like it—and if so, should be guarded against. 

A committee of the corporation of Baltimore has re- 
ported that it is expedient to purchase the water rights 
of the Baltimore water company, and with a prospect of 
profit. We shall insert the particulars hereafter. It is 
as it should be. 

On Friday last week, an -attempt was made fo set on 
fire the middle district wateh house—while the bell was 
tolling on account of the interment of the remains of four 


| firemen, killed on the preceding Wednesday night! 
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A fourth attempt was made, on the afternoon of Tues- 
day, to set fire to the office of the Baltimore Gazette! It 
is a to be a person well acquainted with the build- 
ing. He had placeda light in one of the pigeon holes of 
a pine book case, ina small bed room—which, being dis- 
covered, was speedily extinguished. 


The weather, since Saturday morning, has been, in- 
deed, severe—and the navigation is suddenly blocked 
up for the third time! This is extremely unfortunate, 
just now. The people’s stock of wood is nearly ex- 

austed, and it is very high: congress has risen, and 
most of the members for the east have wended their way 
to Columbia, the western termination of the Pennsylva- 
nia rail road. The steamboat Carroll, which left this on 
Saturday, yet remains at Frenchtown, having landed her 
passengers. 

The steamboat felief, left here on Sunday to look 
after the Carroll, returned to the city on ‘Tuesday, after 
a perilous passage through the ice. She reports that the 
upper part of the bay is piled from seven to eight feet 
thick !—and that for many successive miles she passed 
through it four inches thick! 

The weather is now moderating considerably. 


There was a Firemen’s Fancy Ball given in Baltimore, 
on Tuesday evening last—held at the American theatre. 
It was numerously attended, and produced a handsome 
sum in aid of the Firemen’s Fund. 


Tt is a source of great satisfaction that, in regard to the 
only question concerning our foreign relations, which 
was presented to congress in the annual message of the 
president of the United States at the commencement of 
the session of congress, which has just closed, both houses 
of congress have been UNANIMOUS. Both have express- 
ed the opinion that the execution of the treaty of 1831 
ought to be insisted upon, and both came to the unani- 
mous determination that it was not expedient to carry 
into effect the reeommendation of the president’s message 
in relation to that subject. Such was the direct declara- 
tion of the senate, and such the effect of the unanimous 
vote of the house of representatives, after passing its de- 
claratory resolution, to discharge the committee of fo- 
reiga relations from the further consideration of that re- 
commendation, 


We hope, however, that the proceedings of the two 
houses will not be interpreted, any where, into a dispo- 
sition to submit quictly to a refusal, by France, to execute 
the treaty. Such a view of the refusal by congress now 
to act upon that hypothesis, would be a great error. Con- 

ss have expressed a confidence in the good faith of 
rance. They will not anticipate any necessity for le- 
 neger in reference to this business of the treaty; but 
they will legislate, nevertheless, should it hereafter ap- 
pear that there is no intention to carry the treaty into 
effect. It does not follow, however—heaven forbid that 
it should !—that the effect or consequence of that legisla- 
tion will be war. We hope that evil is at least as far 
distant from us as the next presidential election. 

The two houses are thus in concert, in rd to our 

relations with France. Nat. Int. 


—_—_ 


The reader will perceive by the proceedings in the se- 
nate yesterday, that the long threatened and far-famed 
project of ‘‘expunging” from the journals of the senate 
of the last session the vote condemnatory of the conduct 
of the president in regard to the removal of the depo- 
sites, was itself expunged from the proposition on that 
subject, and voted down almost unanimously—the original 
mover himself being amongst those who voted to aban- 
don the idea of ‘‘expunging.”? The remainder of the 
he after its offensive feature had been thus ob- 
iterated, was then nailed to the counter by a vote of 27 
to 20. The whole proceeding was curious, but highly 
honorable to the self-respect and independence of the 
senate. It cannot, however, be properly understood until 
the debate appears, which will be given without delay. 
Indeed, one _— to have been present to properly ap- 
preciate the effect of this proceeding. (16. 





A letter from Washington says— 

The Cumberland road bill which appropriates $346,000 for the 
repairs, and $300,000 for the extension of that great national 
highway, passed the house and received the president’s sig- 
nature last evening. This is perhaps one of the most fortunate 
hits that have been made in the legislature of the present ses- 
sion. Itseems almost incredible that the friends of the bill 
could have succeeded as they did, at so late an hour, and dur- 
ing 80 warm a contest among the different members, who were 
all anxious to get at some favorite measure. I understand that 
the speaker actually signed the Cumberland road bill while the 
motion for adjournment was pending. Great praise is due to 
the hon. 4. Stewart and the hon. 7. M. 7’. McKenneon, for their 
unceasing watchfulness and exertions in favor of this bill. 

The speaker made a very appropriate and felicitous address 
at the close of the session. 

Great dismay prevails in this city to-day, on account of the 
bill providing further relief, not having passed the house. 
Faneene are afraid that we shall now indeed be soid to the 

ute }. 


According to Mr. Southard’s report, made to the se- 
nate, in relation to the present condition of the city of 
Washington, its present actual debt is $1,806,422 59 
for the discharge of which, ‘it has not, at this time, 
means from which it can apply a single dollar.” ‘The 
report goes on to say, that so perfeetly exhausted have 
the resources of the city become, that unless congress 
gives relief, ‘‘it will, very probably, in a short time, be 
driven to the surrender of its charter.” [Alex Gaz. 

It will rejoice many of our readers to know, that a bill 
has passed the house of delegates of Virginia, guaranty- 
ing a loan of half a million of dollars for the Chesapeake 
and Ohio canal company, and that strong hopes are en- 
tertained that it will also pass the senate of that state. 

A bill has also been reported in the house of delegates 
of Maryland, guarantying two millions for the same ob- 
ject, with every reason to expeet that it will beeome a 
aw. 

With these prospects, may we not hope soon to be 
able to lift our heads above the clouds whieh have so 
long hung over us. i Nat. Int. 


“Murvin Marcy, jr. was this day senteneed as one of 
the convent rioters at East Cambridge by the supreme 
court, to three days solitary confinement and to hard la- 
bor in the state prison during his natural life. This af- 
ternoon about 3 o’clock he was discovered insensible on 
the floor of his cell. Dr. Hooper was immediately call- 
ed to hisaid. He continued in the same state at 40’cloek 
—cause unknown. In the midst of the examination 
the sheriff came to convey him to Charlestown—he of 
course was not removed | Briggs’ Bulletin. 

It was, probably, the horror of passing into the state 
prison that caused this effect on Marey. He was, cer- 
tainly, much less guilty than others. <A petition for his 
pardon had been signed by 9,000 persons, among them by 
bishop Fenwick and the superior of the convent; and it 
was thought that he would be released. 

Edward Everett, esq. has been nominated as gover- 
nor of Massachusetts, as well by the whig as the anti- 
masonic parties, at the ensuing election. 


Com. Elliot has hoisted his broad pendant on board 
the frigate constitution. A guard of marines have gone 
on board, and the ship will be got ready for sea as soon 
as possible. 


The senate spent some time on Tuesday evening on 
executive business, and acted ona large number of no- 
minations; amongst many others, the following, we un- 
derstand, were confirmed: 

Edw. Kavanagh, (a member of congress from Maine), 
to be charge d’affaires to Portugal, in the place of Thos. 
L. L. Brent. 

John G. A. Williamson, of N. Carolina, to be charge 
d’affairs to Venezuela. 

Henry Wheaton, (now charge d’affaires at Denmark), 
to be charge d’affairs to Prussia. 

Jonathan F. Woodside, of Ohio, to be charge d’affaires 
to Denmark. 

‘ ane Honea, of New York, to be consul at St. Jago de 
uba. 





\} 


ti 


-_—m Aw = -— -— = ae 


- mtn @G2 Gf @e aes 2S wae 


al 


Tw 


=v ev ee FE 


rT—CcTlr.té~—C<S 


NILES’ REGISTER—MARCH 


7, 1835—FOREIGN NEWS. 8 





—— 





Robert F. Chace, of Mississippi, to be consul at Mar- 
tinique. 

Cheney Hickman, to be a director of the bank of the 
United States, in the place of Thos. Ellmaker, deceased. 

Upton S. Heath, ot Baltimore, to be a director of the 
bank of the United States, in the place of Morris Coxall, 
rejected by the senate. 

Isauc O. Barnes, to be naval officer of the port of 
Boston. 

The nomination of Roger B. Taney, as a judge of the 
supreme court, was taken up, and indefinitely postponed. 

Ber — 


FOREIGN NEWS. 
London dutes of January 26. 
FRANCE. 

The Journal des Debats (ministerial) has this paragraph de- 
precatory of war with America; 

“We do not hesitate to say that of al! the wars practicable or 
possible for France, the most foolish, the most gauche, the most 
uupolitic, that which would cause the loudest laughter at St. 
Petersburg, Berlin, and the Hague, and which would most af- 
flict all the friends of liberty in Europe, would be a war between 
France and the United States. Ouly conceive the cries of joy 
which the meu who labor to resuscitate the party of the huly 
alliance would utter when they saw France employing the 
furce and the power which she has acquired since the revolu- 
tion Of Juiy im a struggle against the republic of the United 
States—when they saw these two people, who, in the old and 
new world, represent the cause of liberty, stupidly warring 
against each other, What intrigues would be set on foot 
against us at home, whilst we were occupicd against brother 
freemen abroad.”’ 


The London Times of the 26th publishes a letter from its Pa- 
ris correspondent Of the 24th, of which the following is an ex- 
tract: 

‘The claim advanced by the emperor of Russia, as king of Po- 
land, in the name of the grand duchy of Warsaw, against the 
present government of France, in virtue of a convention for the 
ieciprocal adjustment of claims and counter claims between 
the (Wo countries, concluded on the 27th of September, 1816, 
is likely to become a stumbling block in the way of the settle- 
ment of the American question, from the fear that is entertain- 
ed lest the recognition of the one debt should be regarded as a 
precedent fer the acknowledgment of the other. 


M. Dupin, the president of the chamber of deputies, has been 
heard within these few days to express himself very strongly 
against the ratification of the Washington treaty by the cham- 
ber; and the idea seems to gain ground among the members ge- 
nerally that a second refusal may be hazarded without any se- 
rious risk of @ rupture with the government of the United 
States. However erroneous this view of the matter may be, 
after the attitude assumed by the American president in his late 
message to congress, the fact of its being 30 generally entertain- 
ed may possibly lead to very inconvenient results. 


Cobbett appears to think that we are in reality going to war 
with France, and, under this supposition, he breaks out in this 
strain: 

‘*Now we shall see how real republicans will knock about 
these despicable subjects of a citizen king! Oh! how I should 
like to see the raving and stamping and foaming, and to hear 
the gabblings of the conceited devils, when they get the news 
of their ships being sunk, or their islands taken. I suppose that 
they will give in, with some despicable lie about having been 
deceived. If they do not, Jonathan will pommel them half to 
death, and make them pay their debt afterwards: and will thus 
carry another million of the solid across the Atlantic. Nothing 
can be more infamously unjust than their refusal to pay; and 
the president, who knows their character, having tried words 
long enough, is now proceeding to blows, the only species of 
reasoning which they can be made to understand.”’ 


The London Mercantile Journal thus speaks of our relations 
with France. ‘‘War does not appear at all probable, as the 
American congress seem not to have caught the spirit and fire 
of the president, but resembling a heap of damp fuel that it will 
be difficult to ignite. A war between America and France 
would agitate all Europe, shake ihe foundations of all public 
securities. But we hope both parties will listen to reason, and 
be guided by justice, and then we shall have no appeal to phy- 
sical force, the resort characteristic of brutes brought into op- 
position and contact. We are bound in a bond of £800,000,000 
to keep the peace with all mankind, which is not the case with 
either France or America—however the latter of which has just 
extinguished her national debt, and will probubly pause before 
she creates another.’’ 


_ The following is the letter of M. Hyde de Neuville, referred to 
in the French news published yesterday, which itis thought 
will do injury to the American cause: 


“To the editor of the Echo Francais: 
*‘Letang, necr Sancerra, Jan. 15. 
“Sir: General Jackson wishes, it appears, to treat the go- 
vernment of Louis Phillippe as be bas treated the poor Indians. 
He does not see that France is prepared and prompt to resent 
an insult offered the country. Gen. Jackson ought to have re- 
membered that there exists a debt—sacred, avowed and recog- 





nized by his predecessors, and relating to a great service ren- 
dered more than half a century ago to the United States which 
has never yet been settled. He ought to have known thata 
treaty has no force or value, especially where money is con- 
cerned, unless it has been duly accepted and sanctioned by the 
different powers whom the treaty affects. Has the president of 
the union found out also that an arbitrary act is a wise resource 
ot government? Either a great change must have taken place 
in the United States in the sentiments of the nation, or this 
strange doctrine is not likely to sueceed there. I know not 
what the American papers may say, but I am certain, before- 
hand, that they will not acknowledge the dictatorial logic of 
the first magistrate of the republic. 


“The threat of gen. Jackson is, therefore, impolitic, ill-timed 
and awkwardly made. I know not, moreover, how the affairs 
of France are at present conducted at the Tuilleries. I will 
speak only of that which | know: now I do know positively 
that never, under the empire, or under the restoration, has 
there been any question of such a treaty? I know that under 
the restoration it never entered the head of the president of the 
union to address such a message; I know that at that time the 
king of France was respected, his friendship eonferred honor, 
and his good offices, his wise and powerful mediation were 
sought after; [ state nothing that [ cannot prove. This affair 
of the United States is a most serions one: it is not a question 
of party, but of country; the 25 millions are only of secondary 
importance; a commercial interest of an importance widely 
different governs the question. Let my correspondenee be 
read which was printed at Washington, and communicated to 
the senate, (which, | am of opinion, must have been laid be- 
fore the committee who last year were charged with the task 
to examine this treaty), and it will be seen what a sacrifice the 
treaty imposes on France, and what advantage it insures to the 
English. I repeat that the question now mooted is entirely na- 
tional. Government, like private persons, are equally called 
on to pay their debts; by doing so, they not only honor but en- 
rich themselves; for, to nations, as well as to individuals, good 
faith is an inexhaustible source of credit, and credit an inex- 
haustible source of riches. 


But we must first examine, and well examine, if the debt is 
real, and, under all circumstances, not sacrifice to the interest 
of passion, or of the moment, the interest of the future, when 
this interest of the future has cost so much, and when, as we 
have resigned ourselves to such enormous sacrifices, in order 
to render it durable; governments pass away, men die, but badly 
devised treaties remain. I will, therefore, give all the infor- 
mation necessary to enlishten my fellow citizens. The Ameri- 
cans do not desire it from me. With them, country absorbs 
every other consideration. They know me, and they esteem 
me; I will not lose a jot of their good opinion, and, isolated as I 
am by the revolution of July, I will continue to give proofs ofa 
patriotism which nothing can weaken. I am persuaded that [ 
owe this loyal publicity to my country, which I love above all 
things, and the United States, which I consider as a second 
country. I will moreover, go so far as to say, that the rejection 
of this treaty will, perhaps, be useful to both countries. I shall 
be understood on the other side of the Atlantic. I address this 
letter to you, Mr. Editor, and to you only, in order to show you 
that I do not in any manner, make this great question a ques- 
tion of party; the journalists of all shades of generous opinions 
will concur with me. I am, sir, &c. 

“HYDE DE NEUVILLE, ex-deputy, and formerly 
“minister to the United States,’’ 


GREAT BRITAIN. 
Returns have been received of the election of 628 members 
of parliament, who are classed as follows: 
ReMTMOTSs oc ccccccccccesccceseeccccccccsceceseeccame 
ENE bb cbb00e éedeee inanescen 06000Gn00enceesenene 
Doubtful, 220. cccccccccccscccccccvccscccescccseces ID 


Majority of reformers,..........eeeeeeeeeeeseeveesIOl 

The total gain for the tories, is estimated at 52. 

The London Courier of the 24th, states that on the preceding 
day, war risks were effected at Lloyd’s, on ships and cargoes 
for French account, which have previously been insured as 
regards the sea risk only, in France, for the term of three 
months to come at the advanced rate of three per cent. pre- 
mium. 


Madame Malibran. We mentioned yesterday the report that 
this lady had been stabbed while returning from an opera house 
in Italy. In another paper we find an account of a singular 
adventure which befel her on her journey through Italy. 


The people of Arezzo learning her arrival at that place, re- 
fused to let her pass on her journey until she had sung for them, 
from the balcony of the inn. She refused, declaring she could 
not and would not. A gentleman robber then emerged from the 
crowd, presented a pistol at her, and urged his claim upon the 
fair songstress. She wept with agitation and anger, but the 
mob still continuing inexorable, her courier, [who proved to be 
De Beriot, ber husband], went to the carriage, brought out his 
violin, and amused the audience in the street with an exquisite 
performance, until Malibran had wiped her eyes and recovered 
her voice. She then sung a cavatina in her very best manner, 
and received londer applause than she had ever before met 
with in Europe or America. The delighted Arezzians then har- 
nessed themselves to her carriage, and dragged her on her road 
for several miles. [ Times, 
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TWENTY-THIRD CONGRESS—SECOND SESSION. 
SENATE. 

February 27. Mr. Ewing rose and said, that at the last ses- 
sion, his colleague (Mr. Morris) presented to the senate certain 
resolutions, adopted by the legistature of the state of Ohio, 
againet the recharter of the U.S. bank, sustaining the course of 
the administration, and opposing the passage of the bill to ap- 

ropriate, for a limited time, the proceeds of the public lands. 

hose resolutions were read, laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. He had now the duty to perform of presenting cer- 
tain resolutions, recently adopted in the legislature of Ohio, re- 
scinding the resolutions presented at the lastsession. He mov- 
ed that these resolutions also be read, laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. The motion was agreed to. 

After Mr. Benton had spoke a considerable time in defence of 
his motion to expunge—the senate took up the following bills: 

The bill to regulate the deposites of the public money in the 
state banks, having been taken up— , 

Mr. Bibb said he desired to change his vote in regard to this 
bill, on the ground that he conld not approve of the provision 
relative to the amount of specie these banks should be required 
to have in their vaults. And*he did not feel himself at liberty 
to give any vote that might seem to sanction the late unconst- 
ja removal of the deposites from the bank of the United 

tates. 

Mr. Ewing admitted there was much force in what was said 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, but he did not think that the 
present act of legislation went to sanction the removal of the 
deposites. 

On motion of Mr. Black, the yeas and nays were demanded 
on the passage of the bill, and were taken as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Clay- 
ton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Kent, Knight, Leigh, 
Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, 
Robinson, Robbins, Swift, Smith, Southard, ‘Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Waggaman, Webster, White—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Buchanan, Hendricks, Hill, 
Kane, King, of Ala. Morris, Poindexter, Ruggles, Shepley, Tall- 
madge—12. 

So the bill was passed. 


On the motion of Mr. Clay, and by unanimous consent, the 
bill farther to continue the commission for carrying into effect 
the convention with France, was read a third time and passed. 

The resolution of Mr. Benton was then again taken up, and 

Mr. Southard addressed the senate for upwards of two hours, 
in reply to the arguments adduced by Mr. Benton, and in oppo- 
sition to the resolution. When he concluded— 


On motion of Mr. Preston, the resolution was laid on the 
table. 


Many bills were referred. 


February 23. Mr. Ewing rose, and spoke concerning the ad- 
dress of O. B. Brown, which appeared in the “Globe”’—and 


Messrs. Grundy, Robinson and Clayton responded. ['This shall 
appear hereafter. } 


A number of bills were reported. 

Mr. Preston, pursuant to notice given, moved that the senate 
procced to the election of printer to the senate, 

Mr. Clay said, thata few days ago, he had suggested that they 
had better not proceed to the election of a printer until the other 
house had moved in the matter. 

Mr. Benton asked the consideration of the joint resolution to 
repeal the existing joint resolution which provides for the elec- 
tion of a printer to each house. 

After a few words from Mr. Preston and Mr. Poindezter, Mr. 
Wright asked for the yeas and nays on now proceeding to the 
election of printer, and they were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the yeas and nays are as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, 
Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Pres- 
ton, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tyler, Tomlin- 
son, Webster—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Grun- 
dy, Hill, Kane, King, of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Morris, Robin- 
son, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, Wright—18. 

Mr. Benton protested against going into an election at that 
time for the printer for the next congress. 

Mr. Preston replied at some length, contending that they had 
a right to elect a printer then. They were justified, indeed re- 
quired, to do so by the resolution of °29, which sanctioned the 
one that was passed in 1819. 


After a few words in reply from Mr. Benton, and a rejoinder 
by Mr. Preston. 


Mr. Benton moved to postpone the election, and asked the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Buchanan, Grundy, Cuthbert, Hill, 
King, of Georgia, Kane, Linn, McKean, Morris, Robinson, Rug- 
gies, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, Wright—18. 

NAYS—Meessrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, 
Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, 
Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Southard, Swift, ‘Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Waggaman, Webster—28. 

Here followed 15 ballots. Mr. Green began with 15 and end- 
ed with 7—Messrs. Blair & Rives with 13 and ended with 15; 
Messrs. Galea & Seaton with 12 and ended with 22. After the 


15th ballot, Mr. Wright moved that the ballot be indefinitely 
postponed—negatived; for i: 18, against it 29. The senate re- 
sumed the ballot, and three were had—on the 3d, the vote 
stood, Gales & Seaton 27, Blair & Rives 14, Duff Green 3, W. A, 
Rind 2, blank 1. So Gales & Seaton were elected printers tothe 
senate. 

.. The senate took a recess until 4 o’clock, and then went into 
session; and a great number of bills were passed, a few post- 
poned, and others laid on the table. 

March2. Mr. Webster reported the bill froi the other house 
making appropriations for Indian annuities, with amendments, 
which amendments, together with one moved by Mr. Tipton, 
were agreed to, the amendments ordered to be engrossed, and 
the bill, as amended, was subsequently passed and returned to 
the other house for concurrence in the amendments. 

Mr. Ruggles presented the resolutions of the legislature of 
Maine, approving the president’s conduct, and praying the vote 
of censure of last session to be expunged—laid on the table, 

The resolution directing each member of the senate to be 
supplied with a copy of the 9th volume of the **Register of De- 
bates,’? was, after discussion, laid on the table by the casting 
vote of the vice president. 

The general appropriation bill being taken up for considera- 
tion, the question being on the amendment striking Out an ap- 
propriation for a minister to Great Britain. 

Mr. Webster explained that the committee saw no reason for 
making this appropriation, as no minister had been nominated, 
and the appropriation, therefore, might be postponed until the 
next session. 

Mr. Wright, dissenting as a member of the finance commit- 
tee, asked for the yeas and nays on the amendment, which 
were ordered. 

A discussion took place, in which Messrs. Clay, Clayton, 
Buchanan, Wright, Webster, Bibb, Cathoun and Tyler took 
part. 

Mr. Webster then moved to amend the clause, so as to pro- 
vide that the outfit and salary should not be paid except toa 
minister appointed by and with the advice and consent of the 
senate first had and obtained. Mr. Webster asked for the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered. 

After some discussion, the question was taken and decided 
as follows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, 
Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Portes, Prentias, 
Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tomlinson, 
Waggaman, Webster,—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Grun- 
dy, Hill, Kane, King, of Alabama, King, of Geo. Linn, McKean, 
Morris, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tyler, 
White, Wright—20. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

There was another amendment proposing to strike out the 
outfit for a minister to Spain; but, as Mr. Wright said a vacar- 
cy was expected, the minister there having obtained leave to 
return, Mr. Webster said he would not press the amendment, 
and it was negatived without opposition. 

Mr. Wright moved to amend the bill, by introducing a provi- 
sion, placing collectors, surveyors, naval officers, kc. on the 


—" in which they had been placed ever since the act of 
1832. 


At this state, by unanimous consent— 

On motion of Mr. Clay, the senate took up the bill coneern- 
ing the distribution of the Spanish fund, which was read a third 
time, amended and passed. [The bill, as amended, refers the 
duty to the attorney general instead of commissioners. } 

On motion of Mr. Porter, the joint rule, which prohibits the 
sending of bills to the president on the last day of the session, 
was suspended. 


On motion of Mr. Webster, the senate took a recess until 5 
o’clock. 


Evening session, March2. The senate resumed the consider- 
ation of the general appropriation bill, the question pending 
being on Mr. Wright’s amendment concerning the collectors, 
surveyors, navai officers, &c. which amendment, after discus- 
sion, was adopted, yeas 23, nays 22. 

Mr. Webster moved to amend the bill by adding to it three 
bills which passed the senate on Friday, and had not been sent 
to the house, viz: the bill relative to Virginia scrip—the bill re- 
lative to Lonisiana scrip, and the bill making appropriations for 
certain roads; which motion was agreed to, the amendments 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and the bill was af- 
terwards passed and sent to the house of representatives for 
concurrence in the amendments. 

The bill to render permanent the mode of supplying the army, 
and fixing the salaries of clerks in the commissaries’ offices, 
was read a third time and passed. 

The bill from the house making appropriations for the com- 
pletion of the Delaware breakwater, and the improvement of 
certain harbors; and the light house bill, were reported from 
the committee of commerce with sundry amendments, whieh 
amendments were concurred in, and the bills passed and sent 
to the other house for concurrence in the amendments. 

Yee private bills having been read a third time and pass- 
ed, 
The senate proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness, and when the doors were reopened the senate adjourned, 
it then being 4 quarter past 11 o’clock. 
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March 3. The annual report on commerce and navigation 
was ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. Webster the committee on finance were re- 
spectively discharged from the further consideration of a reso- 
lution directing them to inquire into the legal effect of the trea- 
sury circular to the land offices, the committee not having had 
time to act on the subject; and from the further consideration 
of the subjects referred to that committee for their action during 
the recess. 

On the subject of the currency, a mass of materials had been 
collected, but it had been found impracticable to put these ma- 
terials in a shape which would be worthy of the consideration 
of the senate. It was the intention of some members of the 
committee of finance to bring the subject before the senate at 
the next session. There was also another subject referred to 
the committee, concerning the dealings of the United States 
bank in bullion. A correspondence had been carried on with 
the United States bank, and a report will be made by that com- 
mittee as soon as practicable. At present, the necessary re- 
turns had not been received from the branches. 

Mr. Webster, in moving to discharge the committee of finance 
from its unfinished business, said he would take the opportuni- 
ty to say that he had understood that, in the paper of this morn- 
ing, usually esteemed the official paper, a denial had been given 
to the statement made by him the other day, respecting an oc- 
currence at one of the deposite banks. He certainly did not 
wish to bring individuals, or particular inswututions, before the 
public unnecessarily, as objects of comment or remark. His 
object had been merely to state the fact, which he was sure was 
quite truce, and to induce the senate, by proper provision, to 

uard against its recurrence. That object had been answered. 
But there were gentlemen around him who were friendly to the 
administration, and supported its measures; and if either of 
these gentlemen would take the responsibility of asking for 
names, he would give names, and dates, and sums, and every 
particular of the transaction. But he should not do this, mere- 
ly by way of reply to a newspaper paragraph. Names, dates, 
sums and circumstances, were all at the service of any gentle- 
man of the senate who would please to have them. He has 
but to ask for them, and they are ready. 

Mr. Tallmadge said, in regard to any disclosures which the 
senator might have it in his power to make concerning any of 
the deposite banks, as he knew nothing on the subject, it was 
not for him to make any request to the senator on the subject 
of making them public. 


Mr. Benton said he had been struck with the circumstance 
when it was stated by the senator from Massachusetts, in such 
a@ manner as to demand credit. He did not ask for names or 
for degrees. If there was any thing which he abominated, 
loathed, and detested, more than another thing, it was these 
current notes. If any thing of the character charged had been 
done by any deposite bank, he ehould be inclined to act against 
such bank, with even more perseverance than he had acted 
against the United States bank. 

Mr. Clay, from the committee on foreign relations, made a 
report oa the message of the president of the 25th ult. which re- 
port was laid on the table, ordered to be printed, and the com- 
mittee discharged from the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. Mangum asked leave to send to the clerk’s table the re- 
solutions of instructions of the legislature of N. Carolina, and 
wished the senate to indulge him in having them read. He said 
it was not his purpose to detain the senate by comment upon 
them. This was not the arena upon which to discuss and 
adjust any difficulties that had arisen, or that might arise, be 
tween his constituents and himself. He would not detain the 
senate longer than to express the hope that the expunging reso- 
lutions would be taken up in the course of the day, and that he 
would be allowed to record his vote upon them. 

In reference to the instructions, he would avail himself of 
the occasion barely to say that he should not conform to them. 
He should vote against expunging the resolution. The legisla- 
ture had no right to require him to become the instrument of 
his own personal degradation [le repelled the exercise of so 
vindictive a power; and, when applied to himself, he repelied 
it with scorn and indignation. 

The members of the legislature were servants and represen- 
tatives of the people; he Mr. M. was likewise one. ‘That they 
were disposed to guard with jealousy the honor of the state it 
was not his province to discuss or to question. He likewise 
felt it his duty to guard the honor of the state, and not less to 
guard his own personal honor; both, in bis conception, impe- 
rieusly required him to disregard the resolutions; and, that point 
being settled in his mind, he trusted no one who knew him 
could entertain a doubt as to his course on the subject. 

Messrs. Frelinghuysen, Calhoun, King, of Alabama, Mangum, 
Clayton and Benton, made some observations, when, 

On motion of Mr. Clayton, the subject was laid on the table. 

Mr. Grundy presented the accounts of the general post office, 
as made up by the accomptants employed by the committee on 
the post office and post roads, and they were ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. Clayton moved to take up the resolution of Mr. Benton, 
to expunge from the journal of the senate the resolutions of the 
28th March last, and it was taken up. 

Mr. White moved to amend the resolution by striking out the 
word “expunged” and substituting “repealed, rescinded, and de- 
clared null and void,’ and asked forthe yeas and nays which 








Mr. King, of Alab. moved to strike out the words from the 
original resolution, ‘‘ordered to be expunged from the journals 
of the senate,’’ which motion prevailed, yeas 39, nays 7. 

Mr. Webster then rose and said, the vote, the great vote, 
which the senate has now given, has accomplished all that I 
have ever desired respecting this expunging resolution. 


‘The resolution of the senate of the 28th of March, which it 
has been proposed to expunge from the journals, asserted the 
proposition that the conduct of the president, in relation to the 
public revenue, had been unconstitutional. Now, this propo- 
sition might be true, or not; it was a matter on which gentle- 
men voted on both sides. It implies, doubtless, a power 
in the senate to express an opinion on the conduct of 
the presideut, and there may always be some who deny or 
doubt that power. It would have been perfectly in order, at 
any subsequent time last session, or at any time this, to have 
brought forward resolutions declating that the senate has no 
such power. We must have met the resolutions, debated 
them, and voted on them. If they had passed, they would of 
course have stood in contradiction to the preceding resolutions; 
and all that could have been said is that the senate had passed 
inconsistent resolutions. Propositions, it is possible, may be 
made hereatter, in contradiction to the principles of the resolu- 
tion of March. ‘These things must be expected, and must be 
met when they arrive. Butthat which made this resolution, 
which we have now amended, particularly offensive, was this: 
it proposed to expunge our journal. It called on uz to violate, 
to obliterate, to erase, our Own records. It was calculated to 
fix a particular,stigma, a peculiar mark of reproach or disgrace 
on the resolution of March last. It was designed to distinguish 
it, and reprobate it, in some especial manner. Now, sir, all 
this, most happily, is completely defeated by the almost unani- 
mous vote of the senate which has just now been taken. ‘The 
senate has declared, in the most emphatic manner, that its 
journal shall not be tampered with. I rejoice most heartily, 
sir, in this decisive result. It is now settled, by authority not 
likely to be shaken, that our records are sacred. Men may 
change, opinions nay change, power may change, but, thanks 
to the firmness of the senate, the records of this body do not 
change. No instructions from without, no dictates from prin- 
cipalities or powers, nothing—nothing—can be allowed to in- 
duce the senate to falsify its own records, to disgrace its own 
proceedings, or violate the rights of its members. For one, sir, 
I feel that we have fully and completely accomplished all that 
could be desired in relation to this matter. The attempt to in- 
duce the senate to expunge its journal has failed, signally, and 
effectually failed. The record remaine, neither blurred, blot- 
ted, nor disgraced. 


Now, sir, as to the principles involved in that resolution, I 
am willing to discuss them at any suitable time hereafter. At 
present there is no leisure for such discussion; and the senate 
having now, by so large and decisive a vote, expunged what- 
ever was offensive in the expunging resolution, and there being 
no time for further discussion, I shall conclude by a motion, 
which [ forwarn friends and foes that I shall not withdraw, 
which is, that the resolution be laid on the table. 

Upon this motion, without farther debate, the yeas and nays 
were taken, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Beli, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Kent, Knight, Mangum, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Sils- 
bee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, Wag- 
gaman, Webster—27. 

NAYS—Meessrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Grun- 
dy, Hill, Kane, King, of Alabama, King, of Georgia, Leigh, 
Linn, McKean, Moore, Morris, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, 
Tallmadge, White, Wright—20. q 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 


On motion of Mr. Ewing, the senate proceeded to considet 
the bill from the house amendatory of the act for the continua 
tion of the Cumberland road, and it was finally passed. 

After some other proceedings, the senate took a recess till 5 
o’clock. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Friday, Feb. 27. Some other business being attended to— 

Mr. Cambreleng, from the committee on foreign relations, 
made the following report; which was read: 

“The committee on foreign affairs, to which was referred so 
much of the president’s message as concerns our political rela- 
tions with France, and the correspondence between the minis- 
ters of the two governments, submits the following report: 

‘*Atan early period of the session the committee took into 
consideration the question of authorising reprisals, and conti- 
nued from time to time to discuss various motions and resolu- 
tions, submitted by its different members. They could, how- 
ever, concur in no proposition; and, in that condition, a majo- 
rity deemed it expedient to postpone their decision till further 
intelligence should be received from France. The committee 
had, within the past week, twice instructed its chairman to re- 
port resolutions, but the arrival of additional intelligence caus- 
ed a suspension of these reports until an official communication 
should be received from the exeeutive. That communication 
places the relations between the two countries in a novel and 
interesting position. While there is satisfactory evidence that 
the French government earnestly desires that the appropriation 
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of the treaty; and while there is reason to hope that the cham- 
ber of deputies will adopt that measure, and faithfully discharge 
the obligations of France to the United States; it is, on the 
other hand, to be feared that the conduct of that government 
has placed us in a positio:: at least embarrassing, even should 
ii not produce an entire suspension of diplomatic intercourse 
between the two nations. In this new position of our relations, 
itis deemed expedient to dispense with further discussion on 
the subject of non intercourse with, and reprisals on the com- 
merce of, France, to which the attention of the committee had 
been directed, and to leave the question of our political relations 
with that government to the next congress, whose action will 
no doubt be governed by the course which France may deem it 
expedient to pursue. We are not yet informed what may have 
been the decision of the king of the Freneh as to the dismissal 
of our minister, nor can we conjecture what may be the fate of 
the appropriation in the chamber of deputies. 

“While the committee is unwilling to anticipate any but an 
amicable and favorable result in both cases, it must be recol- 
lected that the king and chamber may decide adversely to the 
interests and harmony of the two nations. Such a decision on 
the part of France, however it may be regretted by the people 
of both countries, who have great and growing interests, com- 
mercial and political, to cherish, may lead to a result upon 
which the committee, while in doubt, and while a hope remains, 
will not enlarge. 

“The committee is, therefore, of opinion, that, at such a cri- 
sis, when events may occur which cannot be anticipated, and 
which may lead to important consequences in our external re 
lations, it would not discharge its duty to the country, if it did 
mot express a firm resolution to insist on the full execution of 
the treaty of 1831, and if it did not recommend to the house a 
contingent preparation for any emergency which may grow outof 
our relations with France previous to the next meeting of con- 
gress. Itisa gratifving circumstance that our means are ade- 
i. io meet any exigency without recourse to loans or taxes. 

he bill now before the house authorising the sale of our stock 
in the bank of the United States would, if adopted, afford all 
the revenue necessary. The committee is of opinion that the 
whole, ora part, of the fund to be derived from that source, 
should be appropriated for the purpose of arming our fortifica- 
tions, and for making other military and naval preparations for 
the defence of the country, in case such expenditures should 
become necessary before the next meeting of congress. 

“The committee, therefore, submits the following resolutions 
for the consideration of the house: 

** Resolved, That it would be incompatible with the rights and 
honor of the United States, further to negotiate in relation to 
the treaty entered into by France, on the 4th of July, 1831, and 
that this house will insist upon its execution, as ratified by both 
governments. 

* Resolved, That the committee on foreign affairs be discharg- 
ed from the further consideration of so much of the president’s 
message as relates to commercial restrictions, or to reprisals, on | 
the commerce of France. 

* Resolved, That the contingent preparation ought to be made 
to meet any emergency growing out of our relations with 
France.”’ 

Mr. Edward Everett asked permission of the house to submit 
the views of the minority of the committee in a report. As it 
was somewhat long, he would not call for its reading at this 
time. The minority did not, he said, essentially differ in their 
views of the subject from the majority; but on one or two points 
they did not fully concur with the majority, and they had thought 
it proper to take a more full and historical view of the subject 
than had been taken by the majority. 

Mr. E. ther presented the following as the views of the mi- 
nority of the committee: 

The undersigned, members of the committee on foreign af. 
fairs of the house of representatives, beg leave to submit to the 
house, in the following manner, their views of that part of the 

resident’s message, at the beginning of the session, which re- 

ates to the failure of France to execute the convention of the 
4th of July, 1831, and of the messages and documents, on the 
same subject, which have been since referred to them. 


The undersigned are deeply impressed with the delicacy and 
importance of the subject. They regard it as one of the most 
momentous ever submitted to the decision of the house. Atan 
early period of the session, a proposal was made, in committee, 
that a bill should be reported, authorising reprisals against 
France in the event that an appropriation should not be made 
by the French chambers, this winter, to carry the treaty into 
effect, with a power reserved to the president, to arrest the re- 
prisals should he deem it expedient. That proposition was ne- 
gatived by a large majority of the committee, of which majority 
the undersigned formed a part. It is unnecessary, in this place, 
to state the considerations which induced the undersigned to 
oppose this measure. They will only obzerve that, as intelli- 
gence had already been received that the meeting of the French 
chambers had been ordered a month earlier than the period to 
which it stood adjourned, it seemed peculiarly desirable to the 
undersigned to forbear every measure, which might throw ob. 
stacles in the way of the unprejudiced action of the chambers. 
For this reason, also, the undersigned were of opinion that, as 
soon as the sense ef the commitiee had been thus ascertained 
against authorising reprisals, it was expedient to report a reso- 
fution to that effect to the house, setting forth, in a conciliatory 
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in the strongest terms, the obligation of the treaty. In this, 
however, they were overruled by a majority of the committee, 
who declined adopting a resolution to that effect. 

Ata subsequent period, a motion was made, in cominittee, 
to reconsider the vote by which the resolution authorising re- 
prisals had been rejected. A majority of the committee, and 
the undersigned among the number, were opposed to the re- 
consideration. Buta renewed motion to report a resolution, in 
accordance with the sense of the committee, that it was inex- 
pedient to authorise reprisals, again failed. Believing that the 
majority of the house would have sustained the majority of the 
committee in the opinion that it was inexpedient to authorise 
reprisals at this time, the undersigned regret that an opportuni- 
ty had not been afforded the house, at an early stage of the ses- 
sion, of expressing that opinion on a report from the committee; 
as they conceive such a course, taken in connexion with a si- 
milar course pursued by the senate unanimously, would have 
had a salutary effect abroad. 

But the undersigned are not disposed unnecessarily to dwell 
on these points. They regard them as minor differences of opi- 
nion on a great subject, whose leading nature must be felt and 
understood alike by all. On the justice of the American cause, 
in the matter in dispute between France and the United States, 
the undersigned are happy in the belief that there is but one 
opinion among their fellow citizens. If differences exist as to 
the proper measures to be pursued to obtain the justice which 
is due alike to the citizens and the government of the United 
States, itis to be ascribed to the inevitable diversity of judg- 
ment on great and difficult questions. It may with truth be 
said, perhaps for the first time in the history of great national 
disputes, that there is but one opinion in the United States as 
to the grounds of the controversy between the two countries. 
The undersigned ardently hope that this auspicious unanimity, 
as to the origin and character of our complaints against France, 
will extend also to the measures adopted for obtaining satisfac- 
tion. 

The controversy between the two countries is too familiar in 
its origin and history, to require a minute survey. A few lead- 
ing points may be briefly alluded to. A long series of outrages 
and depredations on our neutral commerce was terminated by 
the convention of September, 1800. Nothing sbort of a force of 
circumstances, deemed imperative, would have induced the 
United States to acquiesce in the conditions of that convention. 
Unsatisfactory as they were at the best, a portion of its stipula- 
tions have never, to the present time, been fulfilled. The pro- 
perty, of which restitution, or the payment of the equivalent, 
was stipulated by the fourth article of that treaty, has never, to 
this day, been restored nor paid for: and, having been preter- 
mitted in the arrangements of the Louisiana convention of 1803, 
is still included among the claims against France. But the great 
portion of the claims provided for by the convention of July, 
1831, had their origin in the spoliations committed on our com- 
meree, under what has commonly been called the continental 
system of the late emperor of France. By way of enforcing that 
system, certain decrees were promulgated, subjecting American 
vessels to capture and condemnation, for reasons wholly un- 
sanctioned by the law of nations; and, as if sufficient injury and 
outrage were not inflicted by these decrees, when regularly ap- 
plied according to the usual forms of admiralty procedure, great 
depredations were committed on American commerce, without 
even the pretence of any warrant of publiciaw. French squa- 
drons were instructed to burn any American vessel they might 
encounter atsea. Vessels and cargoes, seized under the Berlin 
and Milan decrees, were confiscated, both before the existence 
of those decrees was known, and after they were repealed; and 
vessels and cargoes, sequestered in the ports of Holland and 
Spain, were sold without trial, and the proceeds deposited in 
the French treasury. 

The general pretence on which these measures were found- 
ed, was as groundless and injurious as the measures themselves 
were illegal and violent. it was pretended that France was 
authorised to resort to them, by the failure of the United States 
to cause their neutral rights to be fespected by Great Britain. 
This pretence was in direct and notorious contradiction of the 
fact, that the United States were exerting themselves to the ul- 
most to compel Great Britain to desist from her aggressions on 
our commerce; and, from the first commencement of those ag- 
gressions, pursued a course of policy, which eventually termi- 
nated in the extreme measure of war. Uad the course of the 
United States been less clearand unexceptionable in this re- 
spect, it is unneces-ary to state that it would have furnished no 
justification to the unprecedented acts of violence committed 
by the government of France on the commerce of America. To 
pretend that the vessels of a neutral power are denationalized, 
and, as such, subject to capture by one belligerent, because 
they have been <poken or boarded by another, and on the ground 
that the neutral has not sufficiently vindicated his rights against 
that belligerent, is as destitute of warrant in the law of nations, 
as itis ef foundation in justice or common sense. In fact, the 
undersigned need not characterize the policy of the French em- 
peror more strongly than he did himself, when he called it “a 
revival of the barbarity of the dark ages.’? 

To these violent, injurious, and offensive measures of the im- 
perial government, the United States opposed a steady course 
of counteractive but pacific measures, accompanied with the 
most earnest remonstrances and appeals to the justice of France. 
These appeals were at length, by the force of events, rendered 
efficacious. A prospect of satisfaction was held out. Not only 
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were the obnoxious decrees repealed, and the illegal captures 
suspended, but indemnity was promised for the losses which 
had been sustained. Mr. Barlow was invited by the French 
minister to repair to the head quarters of the imperial army in 
Russia, with a view to the settlement of the points of difference 
between the two countries. His death in Poland, and the sub- 
sequent disastrous events of the campaign, prevented the pur- 
suit of the negouation. 

It was renewed under his successor, Mr. Crawford. The 
duke de Vicenza was directed by the emperor to prepare a re- 
port on the subject of the American claims. This report was 
presented to the emperor on the Ilth of January, 1814. The 
principle assumed was, that no indemnification ought to be 
made for vessels seized under the Berlin and Milan decrees; 
but that it was due for veasels seized after the 10th of Novem- 
ber, 1810, when the decrees were revoked in favor of the Ame- 
ricans; for vessels which were seized at a time when no notice 
had been received of the decrees; for vessels destroyed at sea; 
and for those seized at St. Sebastian’s. These were estimated 
to amount to about thirteen millions of francs, viz: 

Class the first... ..ccccceccccscesceseeses 1,000,000 francs. 

Class the second. ,....c00cccesees ceceeceel 700,000 * 

Class the third. ......cccccccsseseceseveesrye00,000 §6 

Class the fourth. ..... cececccesceecesseses 4000000 & 

12,700,000 * 

These amounts were estimated on lists of the vessels, and 
sales furnished by the department of commerce. ‘But,’ adds 
the report of the duc de Vicenza, ‘“‘as it may be admitted that 
the prices are generally below the real value, and as these lists 
are not yet complete, it may be supposed that the indemnifica 
tions to be granted will surpass this sum, and may be stated at 
about eighteen miifiens of francs.*’ Here the undersigned 
pause for a moment to remark on the extent of the admissions 
made by the imperial government of France, in January, 1814. 
it was then admitted that, for the four classes of cases named, 
indemnity was justly due; and that, under these heads, the 
sum payable was, on the lists and estimates furnished, about 
13,000,060 of francs; but that, as the fiats were incomplete, and 
the estimates doubtless low, about 18,000,000 francs might be 
considered due. Let it be remembered, then, that this is an ex 
parte estimate, made entirely without the concurrence of the 
claimants, or even of Mr. Barlow, wio, on the contrary, rated 
the losses suffered by American merchants at 70,000,000 francs; 
that it dees not inciude the Antwerp cases, perhaps the strong- 
est of all; that it is confessedly a low estimate, derived from of- 
ficiai returns of forced sales, and where every inducement ex- 
isted to underrate the value of the property, for the sake of les 
sening the amount of duties payable; and, finally, that it isa 
debt acknowledged to be due twenty years ago, and on which, 
consequently, a fair claim for interest exists, (itself amounting, 
for twenty years, to 21,600,000f); let all this be remembered, 
and who will deny that twenty five millions of francs, payable 
at this time, are a very moderate, not to say inadequate reme- 
dy, on principles acknowledged to be correct by the French go- 
verament? If, to all these considerations, be added, that the 
captures and condemnations under the Berlin and Milan de. 
erees, were, under the law of nations, to the full, as unwarrant- 
able as the destruction of property at sea, who can deny that 
the American government, in accepting 25,000,000, by the trea- 
ty of 1831, gave a signal proof of moderation, and, if liable to 
censure in any quarter, it was on the part of the clarmants, re- 
ceiving e0 small a portion of their just demands? 

The downfall of the French empire, of course, arrested the 
progress of the negotiation with the U. States. [t was resum- 
ed with the government of th: restoration. Mr. Gallatin, our 
minister at that time in France, was instructed to urge the 
claims on the French ministry. France was, at that time, se- 
verely burdened by the amount of the indemnities which she 
was bound to pay, by the treaties contracted with the allied 
sovereigns of Europe. The minister of France (at this time the 
duc de Richelieu) appealed to the considerate feelings of the 
American government, not to press its claims when they would 
be peculiarly onerous to France; and this appeal was success- 
ful. It has now recently been pretended, against the force of 
the precedent of indemnification set by the payments to the 
great European powers on the restoration of the Bourbons, that 
they were of the character of military contributions made to go- 
vernments, and bore no resemblance to the reimbursement 
claimed by citizens of the United States. That they may have 
been, in part, of the character thus pretended, is not denied: 
but that provision also was made for the payment of claims ofa 
character identical with those for which indemnification has 
20 long and so injuriously been withheld from American citi 
zens, might, if the limita of this report admitted, be proved by 
specific instances. 

At the earnest request of the French minister, the American 
claims, as has been observed, were postponed. I[t was under- 
stood, however, and stated by the minister, that this postpone- 
ment was not considered by him as a rejection. At length, af- 
ter four year’s delay, and when France had recovered from the 
exhaustion of European indemnities, the American claims 
were modestly preferred. They were sustained with equal 
perseverance, skill, and force, by Mr. Gallatin, in his corres- 
pondence with several persons who successively filled the place 
of ministers of foreign affairs. Of several of his applications no 
notice was taken; to some of his letters no answers were re- 
turned; and his efforts seemed to havé been wholly unsuccess- 
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ful, though marked with an ability not surpassed in diplomatie 
history. The first plea was positive inability. This was back- 
ed by the general argument of not being responsible for the acts 
of the imperial government. When the former excuse had hap- 
pily ceased to have a foundation in fact, and the latter had been 
demonstrated to have no warrant ir public law, the claim for 
indemnities was most unjustly atta_hed to the controversy re- 
lative to the commercial intercourse between the two coun- 
tries; and that being disposed of, the construction of the eighth 
article of the Louisiana treaty was brought up, as a still more 
effective ground for delay. 

By the 8th article of the Louisiana treaty, it was stipulated 
that French ships should forever be admitted into the ports of 
Louisiana on the footing of the most favored nation. Ata period 
when, in consequence of a series of duties, all but prohibitory 
on American vessels in France, similar tonnage duties were 
laid on French vessels in America, France set up the extrava- 
gant pretension, that her ships should be admitted free of ton- 
nage duty in New Orleans, because English vessels were so ad- 
mitted there, as in all the other ports of the United States, in 
virtue of the commercial convention between America and 
Great Britain, by which the discriminating duties on both sides 
were abrogated. The extravagance of this pretension—appa- 
rent on its face—becomes more so when it is reflected that, at 
the time it was brought forward, it would have driven all the 
trade between the two countries into French vessels, and into 
the single portof New Orleans. The unreasonableness with 
which it has been urged, as a bar to the satisfaction of the 
claims, is seen in the consideration that, by the commercial 
convention between France and the United States, of 1822, 
France actually enjoys this “favor” (if a purchased exemption 
can so be called) on the same terms on which Great Britain and 
all other nations enjoy it. It may be further added, in illustra- 
tion of the spirit with which this obstacle has been thrown in 
the way of the settlement of the controversy, that the stipula- 
tions in favor of America, by the 4th article of the convention 
of 1800, have (as has been already stated) remained unsatisfied 
by France to this day. 

Nevertheless, this monstrous pretension was fastened on the 
question of payment of indemnity, and could not be shaken off, 
At length, in 1827, by the operation of the commercial conven- 
tion between the two countries, the discriminating duties on 
both sides expired. Asa practical question, nothing remained 
but the amount of indemnity to which the French navigators 
might be entitled for the burdens laid on their tonnage, for the 
few preceding years; and, as a question of abstract right, it 
seemed difficult to make a serious affair out of the difference 
between an abolition of discriminating duties under the treaty 
of April 30, 1803, or the convention of June 12, 1822. Weary 
of the obstacles which this question threw in the way of the 
justice due to our citizens, it was determined by the president 
of the United States (Mr. Adams) to make an effort to remove 
it, by an offer to submit the question thus narrowed down, to 
arbitration. On this new basis, the negotiation was resumed 
by Mr. Brown. On the return of this gentleman to America, 
the attempt was again made by his successor, Mr. Rives, on a 
basic substantially the same, to bring the French government to 
the performance of its duty. The negotiation was carried on 
by this minister with great diligence, perseverance and vigor, 
and brought, in his judgment, to a state promising a speedy and 
satisfactory arrangement. The prince de Polignac, at this time 
the head of the French ministry, is stated by a deputy in the 
debate in the French chambers on the execution of the treaty, 
to have cautioned his successors, after the revolution of July, 
to beware how they paid the American claims; inasmuch as 
‘he had investigated them, and found nothing was due.’? 
Whether this discreditable sentiment is to be ascribed merely 
to perturbation of mind and confused recollection, (as charita- 
bly intimated by the French minister of foreign affairs, in reply 
to the statement), or whether the prince de Polignac had really 
been guilty of duplicity towards our minister, the undersigned 
are not called on to decide. At all events, the revolution of 
July, 1830, found the American claime unsatisfied. 

With that auspicious event, a more promising aspect of the 
negotiation presented itself; but one not unineumbered with 
difficulties. 


The government of July admitted the obligation of France to 
make indemnity for the wrongs done under the government of 
Napoleon. As a government founded on popular choice, it felt 
a sympathy with that of the United States, not to be expected 
on the part of the fallen family. Besides this, great influence 
was possessed, in the new government, by individuals su d 
to be animated by friendly sentiments towards the United 
States. Such was believed to be the case on the part of his 
majesty the king of the Freneh; such, of course, was the case 
with general Lafayette. But, on the other hand, a portion of 
the government of July maintained the validity of the Berlin 
and Milan decrees; although the titles or chapters of the law of 
nations, which give the slightest sanction to those outrageous 
decrees, have never been pointed out. France, at this period, 
represented herself embarrassed in the state of her finances, 
and her popular institutions were alleged to create obstacles to 
the consummation of treaties imposing pecuniary burdens. 

Such were the difficulties, as well as the facilities, existing 
in reference to the negotiation of the convention. The points 
of embarrassment were the amount of the claims justly due, 
and the unhappy question of the interpretation of the eighth ar- 
ticle of the Louisiana treaty. A sum as low as twelve millions 














wore ee OR c. 























ee ere at ae “ae ot we 


= 


- 


en wm eee ee <a 


NILES’ REGISTER—MARCH 7, 1835—CONGREsS 








of francs was named by the French commissioners charged to 
investigate the subject, and seventy millions was stated by Mr. 
Rives as the amount to which the just claims of his fellow citi- 
zens undoubtedly extended. The sum of 25,000,000 was, at 
jength, accepted by Mr. Rives, as being evidently the mczimum 
to which the French ministry could be brought. The claim 
under the eighth article of the Louisiana treaty was considered 
as offset, by an important reduction of the duties on French 
wines for ten years, to the effect of giving them a discrimina- 
tion over those of all other countries. France also stipulated, 
at the same titne, to equalise the duties on long and short sta- 
ple cottons, which, it is believed, has been so far done, thata 
royal ordonnance has been issued, admitting those two species 
of cotton into France, from all countries, on one and the same 
duty. In payment of claims of citizens of France, principally 
the Beaumarchais claim, a sum of one million five hundred 
thousand francs was stipulated, to be deducted from the amount 
of indemnity paid by France to our citizens. 

Such were the conditions of the convention, a compact of 
that best of all kinds, viz: those which are mutually advantage- 
ous to both parties, for such the undersigned will presently en- 
deavor to prove it. No time was lost by the American govern- 
ment in carrying it into execution. A law was passed, at as 
early a period as was practicable, providing for those parts of 
it which required the co-operation of congress. The payment 
of fifteen hundred thousand franes to French claimants was 
sanctioned by the appropriation of that sum out of the treasury, 
and the stipulated reduction was made in the duties on French 
wines. Atthe same session of congress, in the general revi- 
sion of the tariff of duties on imports into the United States, 
the discrimination in favor of European silks over those from 
beyond the Cape of Good Hope, was carefully maintained. 
Suggestions have been made in France that this discrimination 
was kept up from pone considerations of policy, and not 
from any purpose of serving or gratifying France. That the 
discriminating duties on the trade beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope were, in the origin of our revenue system, laid for the 
supposed convenience of the treasury, and because it was 
thought that this trade could bear a surcharge of duties, is per- 
haps true. The undersigned, however, are of opinion, that 
such views, if ever entertained, have been long since exploded; 
that the trade beyond the Cape of Good Hope is now admitted 
to rest on the same general principles as the trade this side of 
the Cape of Good Hope, and that a discrimination between the 
two is an entire anomaly in our system. The discrimination 
in favor of French silks was notoriously regarded as a great 
boon by those most concerned to promote the interests of 
France. If doubts on this point exist in Paris, they will proba- 
biy vanish on an examination of the archives of the department 
of foreign affairs. The debates in congress will not less con- 
clusively demonstrate that the friends of this discrimination in 
the two houses supported its continuance, from friendly consi- 
derations toward France. At the succeeding session of con- 
gress, a law waa passed providing for a gradual and general re- 
duction of all duties on imports. By this law, the discrimina. 
tion in favor of French wines was still kept up; and, while 
French silks were allowed to be imported free of duty after the 
3ist of December, 1833, those of China remain charged with a 
duty of 10 percent. The undersigned have not the least doubt 
that the silk manufacturers of France would deem it to their 
advantage to advance a capital of 25,000,000 francs, for the 
sake of securing this discrimination. ‘The interest on such a 
capital, at 5 per cent. is 1,250,000, which is not much overa 
third of a duty of 10 per cent. on the amount of French silks 
imported into the United States in 1833. But a release from 
the payment of so much duty is by no means the extent of the 
benefit accruing to France by this exemption. If no discrimi- 
nation existed, a considerabie part of the importation of French 
silks would cease altogether. On the other hand, to the United 
States it must be comparatively a matter of indifference whe- 


ther the silks of China or France are consumed: the amount of 


this article required for their population would remain the 
same; the means af payment would remain the same; and the 
quantity of American produce exported would also, of course, 
remain thesame. The undersigned might go further, and main- 
tain that, as silk fabrics are not an article of American manu- 
facture, the duty on foreign silks is a duty of that description, 
which imposes a burden on the country without any benefit, 
enhancing prices, diminishing consumption, and lessening the 
amount of domestic exports. This burden is laid upon the 
American citizen for the benefit of the European manufacturer. 


Thus, faithfully, and more than faithfully, did the United 
States fulfil, on their part, the stipulations of the treatv. On 
the part of France, an unexpected and highly to be regretted 
failure to fulfil the stipulations on their side, has taken place. 
It cannot be matter of surprise to the French government or 
os that this failure has created great discontent in the 

nited States. Suppose the case had been reversed. Suppose 
France, as the United States have done, had punctually exe- 
euted her portion of the stipulations—paid the twenty-five mil- 
lions, and passed the requisite laws for equalizing the duties on 
cottons, and the congress of the United States, after securing 
the money, had refused to reduce the duties on wines; would 
not such a refusa! have been the source of equal surprise, dis- 

st, and offence, on the part of France? 

The French chamber of deputies claims the right, under the 
constitutional charter of France, ef withholding appropriations 
to carry a treaty like that of the 4th of July, 1831, into effect. 


‘ 








The French charter contains two articles, which are atone 
drawn in question in arriving at the conclusion that the con- 
currence of the chambers is necessary to the validity of a trea- 
ty. By article 13, it is stipulated that “the king makes treaties 
of peace, alliance and commerce; and, by article 40, ‘*that no 
tax can be established or collected if it has not been consented 
to by the two chambers, and sanctioned by the king.’’* It is 
affirmed, on the part of France, that the treaty of 4th July, 
1831, is not a treaty of peace, alliance nor commerce, but one 
of indemnity, and, consequently, that it is not such a treaty as 
the king can alone make. To this it may be replied, Ist, that 
itis purely a treaty of commerce, making provision for two ob- 
jects, intimately connected with commerce, and nothing else. 
One of these objects is, satisfaction for certain spoliations for- 
merly committed upon our commerce; the other, the daties to 
be levied on certain articles of commerce in the two countries 
respectively. The undersigned believe that it would be very 
difficult to propose any rational detinition of a commercial 
treaty, which would not include one whose provisions are of 
this character. Again, it deserves to be considered, that, if the 
treaty of 4th July, 1831, is neither a treaty of friendship, alli- 
ance, nor commerce, then the charter of France contains no 
authority by which such a treaty can be made and concluded, 
either with or without the concurrence of the chambers. The 
whole treaty-making power in France is confined to the words 
cited above from the 13th article of the charter. If these words 
do not give the king of the French the power to negotiate such 
a treaty, itis not vested in any branch of the French govern- 
ment, nor in all together, and does not exist; a proposition 
which no one has presumed to advance. 


But is is admitted in the French chambers that the king has 
the initiative in negotiating such a treaty, but that, as itisa 
treaty for the payment of a sum of money, it requires, under 
the 40th article, the concurrence of the chamber of deputies. 
This argument would prove too much: it would prove that the 
concurrence of the chambers is necessary, not merely to the 
negotiation Of all treaties, but to the performance of many 
other functions expressly vested in the king. The argument 
is, that treaties of peace, alliance and commerce, may be con- 
cluded by the king, but that a treaty of indemnity, involving 
the payment of money, requires the concurrence of the cham- 
bers. But does nota treaty of peace commmonly involve ex- 
penditures of money? Does not a treaty of alliance involve the 
expenditure of money, stipulating, as it may, that France shall 
make common cause with its ally, and thereby making it ne- 
cessary to raise armies ad equip navies? In like manner, trea- 
ties of commerce usually contain provisions absolutely requir- 
ing, under the French charter, the concurrence of the legisla- 
ture; as, for instance, all duties on imposts, whieh, as taxes, 
‘must be consented’? to by the chambers. Thus, the three 
kinds of treaties, which it is admitted are within the absolute 
prerogative of the king, all require legislative co-operation. If 
this necessity of legislative co-operation proves, in reference to 
the treaty of July 4, 1831, that the king could not definitively 
conclude that treaty, it proves the same thing, for the same 
cause, of ali other kinds of treaties which are acknowledged 
nevertheless to be within his exclusive competence. 


But itis supposed in France that this claim on the part of the 
chambers is supported by the analogy of the American consti- 
tution. The undersigned do not so understand the constitution 
of the United States. By that instrument the treaty making 
power is vested exclusively in the president and senate; anda 
treaty, duly made by them, is declaved, by the same instru- 
ment, to be the supreme law of the land. By other provisions 
of the federal, as of the French constitution, the power to lay 
and collect taxes is vested in the legislature; and it is a pro- 
vision of the federal constitution, to which the undersigned do 
not find a parallel in that of France, that no money shall be 
drawn from the treasury except by appropriations made by law. 
It follows, of course, that congress has the power, in all cases, 
to prevent the execution of a treaty requiring an appropriation 
of money, and it would have a right to exercise that power in 
any extreme case in which the treaty-making authority had so 
abused its trust, as to impose on the other branches of the go- 
vernment the painful necessity of refusing to execute a com- 
pact constitutionally entered into with a foreign power. But 
this right, (a high conservative right, to be applied when flag- 
rant evils require extreme remedies), is not confined to a check 
on the treaty-making power by the two houses of congress. As 
no legislative act can be consummated without the concurrence 
of both houses, either house possesses the same power, and, 
in an extreme case, the same right not only to check the treaty- 
making power, but to arrest the whole action of the govern- 
ment. Thus,also,in France the king is commander in-chief 
by land and sea, and has the sole power of declaring war—a 
power which has been exercised by his present majesty. It 
would seem to result, from the doctrine of the necessary co- 
operation of the chambers in all executive acts drawing after 
them an appropriation, that a declaration of war, and a move- 
ment of troops, would not be lawful, (and, if not lawful, then 





*Art. 13. De la charte constitutionelle. 

‘Le roi est le chef supreme de I’etat; il commande les forces 
de terre et de mer, declare la guerre, fait les traites de paix, 
d’alliance, et de commerce,” Kc. 

Art. 40. , 

‘“‘Aucun impot ne peut etre etabli ni percu, s’il n’a ete con- 
seute par les deux chambres, et sanctione par le rei.” 
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necessarily predatory and piratical), till the chambers had vot- 
ed the expenses of the campaign. The undersigned cannot but 
regard itas a singular paradox, to admit that the king of the 
French has the sole right to declare war against half the powers 
of Europe, (a right which some of those most opposed in 
Franee to the American treaty have loudly urged him to ex- 
ercise), to put in motion every soldier, and every ship of war, 
ijn the French service, and involve the kingdom in an expense 
of a thousand million of dollars, but that he has no power, for 
the sake of preserving *‘the relations of good intelligence and 
sincere friendship which unite the two countries,”’ to enter into 
a contract with the United States for the payment of twenty 
five million of francs, in compensation for spoliations commit- 
ted on their commerce. 

The undersigned, of course, are not ignorant that,in the 
early history of the constitution of the United States, the right 
of the house of representatives to exercise an ordinary control 
over the treaty-making power became a controverted question; 
that, in a time of violent excitement, the right was maintained 
by one political party opposed to the administration of general 
Washington, and that it was denied by that illustrious man, 
and those who sustained his administration. Butthe under- 
signed believe that the people of the United States have, gene- 
rally, settled down upon the construction given by president 
Washington to the constitution. They fully accord with the 
opinions entertained by the present executive and our minister 
in France, as expressed in the letter of Mr. Livingston to the 
duke de Broglie, of October 5, 1833, ‘that a treaty made and 
ratified by the constitutional power, pledges the faith of the 
nation to the performance of its conditions;’?? and that the 
power possessed by the legislative to check the treaty-making 
branch of the government, can only be lawfully exercised in 
extreme cases. [tis plain that such a power, so limited in its 
application, cannot, without the prostration of ali the principles 
of constitutional government, be converted into one of the or- 
dinary functions of the political system. Great practical in- 
convenience, injustice and evil, would result from the attempt 
to throw the negotiations of treaties into large deliberative 
bodies, where the other party to the compact would have no 
representative. It is a course of procedure encumbered with 
difieulty, essentially invidious and unfair, and which, if at- 
tempted to be brought into ordinary use, would go far to render 
the negotiation of treaties a political chimera, When is there 
to be an end of such a negotiation, with the Atlantic ocean be- 
tween the parties? The French chambers propose to cut down 
the sum to three millions, The American congress may think 
it should be raised toten. Ie it not plain that no treaty could 
ever be conctuded under these embarrassments? Or is it meant 
in France, that while the United States are bound by the five 
millions as a marimum, they may re-open the negotiation by an 
ex parte procedure in their chambers, to reduce it as much 
lower as they please? 

But granting to the majority of the French chambers, (what, 
for the reasons stated, the undersigned can never admit), that 
the faith of France is not irrevocably pledged to the United 
State for the faithful execution of this treaty, it will not surely 
be denied that the faith of that country is at least most seriously 
committed. By her constitutional charter, she has recognised 
a sovereign as “the supreme head of the state,’’* seated upon 
a throne for life, to be transmitted to his successors. In this 
high functionary, whose person is declared by the charter to be 
inviolable and sacred, the treaty-making power is vested. To 
discredit a treaty duly made and ratified by him, is to affixa 
stigma on the permanent head of the government, and, while, 
by a kind of mockery, his person is declared sacred, to attaint 
his honor. We are informed by Mr. Livingston, that,in as- 
string him that the treaty should be fulfilled, the king added, 
“T tell you this not only as a king, but as an individual whose 
promise will be fulfilled.”? In the United States, the president 
and senate, who should negotiate a treaty so objectionable that 
the house of represen tatives would refuse to execute it, would 
probably be removed from their trust at the next elections, and 
might be impeached. But so long as the chambers refuse to 
carry into effect a treaty negotiated by the king. who can 
neither be removed by election, nor proceeded against by im- 
peachment, they hold up their sovereign to the world as a func- 
tionary whose contracts will not be fulfilled, whose engage- 
ments will not be respected by his own subjects, whose full 
powers give no power, and who, when he “concludes and 
signs a treaty,’ concludes nothing; and signs a piece of parch 
ment, which the chamber of deputies are competent to trample 
under foot, despite of his majesty’s name in its caption, and 
the great seal of France affixed to its folds. If the chambers 
declare it not binding, they declare it a nullity, not to sey a 
mockery. Would it bea grateful spectacle to them to have 
it treated as a nullity, or a mockery, in the bureau of the state 
department at Washington? to see this solemn duecument, of 
the highest class known to the law of nations, signed by the 
minister of the king of the French, in virtue of full powers, 
“in good and due form,’ and fortified by the ruyal seal of 
France, swept out as worthless and delusive rubbish? 

There are hundreds of individuals in America reduced, some 
to narrow means, others to absolute poverty, by the lawless 
actsof the French government, and whose hopes and prospects 
in life were resuscitated when the word of the king of the 
French was passed that their property should be restored to 


*Le Roi est le chef supreme de i’Etat.’”? 





them. What will be their feelings, when they find, (if find 
they must), that the word of the king of the French is to avail 
them nothing; and that the legislature of France is willing, at 
a period of boasted light and civilization, to sanction the unex- 
ampled infractions of public law and neutral right, by which 
their property, twenty-five years ago, was swept from the 
ocean? 

But the undersigned have done violence to their feelings, in 
supposing, for the sake of argument, even the possibility ofa 
state of things so painful and unnatural. Their object has been 
merely to illustrate that peculiar necessity of tenderness to the 
engagements of the sovereign, resulting from a monarchical 
form of government, with which any supposed right on the 
part of the chambers, to annul a treaty, should be exercised. 
But to clear the question of all conceivable embarrassment, 
the undersigned will now admit, (of course, merely for the 
sake of argument), that the chambers have not merely the 
power, but the full right to annul the treaty; and that they 
could do it without committing the honor of the king. These 
admissions would bring the question down to one of mere 
policy; and the undersigned cheerfully undertake to show that 
it is decidedly tor the interest of France that the chambers 
should provide for the execution of the treaty. Itis an ad- 
vantageous treaty to France. Itis for her interest to execute 
it. In saying this, the undersigned do not mean to assert that 
this is not an advantageous treaty for the United States, al- 
though they deem it vastly more advantageous to France than 
it is to the United States. But it is advantageous to France, 
which is all that is necessary to prove. 

It was admitted in the French chamber, by those opposed to 
the treaty, that a considerable sum of money was due on ac- 
count of the claims. There was a general willingness to admit 
that this just debt amounted at least to the sum at which it was 
rated by the emperor Napoleon in 1814, viz: at from thirteen to 
eighteen millions of francs. But even this sum, justly due 
then, would amount now to more than the indemnity provided 
by the treaty. And if due then, it is due with interest now, 
But America has always contended that much more was then 
due; and the commissioners employed to liquidate the claims 
under the convention of 1831, have already received, examined 
and admitted claims to the amount of eight or ten millions of 
dollars. These claims are all verified on the oath of parties, 
and examined with the greatest caution by the commissioners, 
large amounts being suspended, and no inconsiderable ones 
wholly rejected. 

It is, then, certain that an amount is justly due to the Ame- 
riean claimants, greater than the treaty provides. The treaty, 
therefore, is advantageous to France, in procuring her a re- 
lease, for 25,000,000 frances, of a greater amount of debt. And 
even if she brought down the debt to the sum admitted by the 
government of the emperor Napoleon, it would amount, by this 
time, to the sum provided for by the treaty. But if France 
saved nota dollar in the amount of the indemnity, the treaty 
would still be advantageous to her; for when an onerous debt, 
and one which has been the cause of irritation, is paid, the 
debtor has, to say the least, as much reason to congratulate 
himself as the creditor. Asa matter of interest to the United 
States as a people, the pecuniary value of the indemnity is very 
inconsiderable; it may amount to about thirty cents a head to 
her population. But, on the score of national character to the 
French, it is of great moment to be finally exonerated from an 
unpopular debt. 


While the undersigned are considering the amount of the 
debt, which really seems to have been the cause of the defeat 
of the appropriation bill, they cannot but notice one of the ex- 
traordinary misstatements which were made in the French 
chamber—misstatements which seem to have contributed es- 
sentially to the Joss of the bill. ‘Toward the close of the dis- 
cussion, two or three members of the chamber of deputies, in 
the manner of persons who seemed to themselves to have made 
an important discovery, announced to the chamber that the 
vessels and cargoes seized at St. Sebastian and other ports in 
Spain, had already been paid for, to the United States, by the 
Florida treaty, to the amount of eight millions of franes; and 
that the indemnity ought to this extent to be reduced. It was 
stated in reply by the minister of foreign affairs, and with per- 
fect accuracy, that these cases were not, in point of fyct, pro- 
vided for by the Florida treaty. But notwithstanding this de- 
nial, a member persisted in reiterating the statement, and gave 
in detail the proofs of what was not, and is not true; and under 
this apparently strong impression, the question was taken, and 
the bill lost by a majority of but eight. Now, it seems not un- 
likely, inasmuch as the chief objection to the indemnity was 
that it was placed too high, that if these plausible statements, 
relative to the St. Sebastian cases, could have becn effective- 
ly contradicted, the small number of eight votes might, at least, 
have been obtained. On this side of the water it is notorious 
that the St. Sebastian cases were excluded from all indemnity 
under the Florida treaty, and that the greater part of them have 
actually been admitted by the commissioners now sitting under 
the convention of 1831. The undersigned cannot forbear stat- 
ing, that, among these cases, are several American vessels, 
which, after being captured by French cruisers, were taken 
into the public service of France as national vessels.* 





*List of American vessels seized at St. Sebastian, and taken 
into the public service under an imperial decree of 22d Septem- 





ber, 1810. 
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It is, indeed, somewhat humiliating to reflect that American 
vessels, in time of profound peace, carrying on a Jawful com- 
merce, invited by the French authorities, for their own conve 
hience, into ports under the jurisdiction of France, should be 
suddenly, and (in the circumstances of the case, itis not too 
much to say) treacherously seized by France,and some of them 
converted into national ships, and not only no indemnity be 
made to their rightful owners, after years of patient solicitauon; 
but, when satisfaction is at last stipulated by treaty, in all the 
constitutional forms known to the two governments, it shouid 
be gravely and effectively urged, as a reason for not executing 
this treaty, that Spain had paid this debt of France twelve 
years before! 


From all these debts, which it so nearly imports the justice 
of France to pay, the treaty releases her for a sum of 25,000,000 
francs, which the undersigned firmly believe to be lees than 
one-third of the principal sum originally due. 


Nor do they deem the mode in which the Louisiana question 
is disposed of tess favorable to France. They have already 
briefly explained the nature of that question. It has been shown 
that the French interpretation of the convention gives her no- 
thing which she has not long enjoyed. Some of the orators in her 
chamber, in opposing the treat; , evidently labor under the per- 
suasion that the United States, in contesting the French claim 
under the eighth article of the treaty, withhold from her some 
boon, great or small, to which she is justly entitled. Not so. 
She has already, under the commercial convention of 1822, all 
that she claims; nor is there the least probability that she will 
ever cease to enjvy it. And though she claims it under the 
Louisiana treaty, and enjoys it only under the commercial con- 
vention, yet, as she enjoys all she claims, it really seems rather 
an unworthy cause for which to disturb the harmony of two 
great nations, and drive the United States into war, that we 
will not agree with her as to the ground on which she ought to 
enjoy it. France, too, must remember that, though she is very 
coufident her interpretation is right, we also are very confident 
ours is right. One of her orators permitted himself to say that 
the government of the United States deprived France of her 
rights under the eighth article of the treaty, on “miserable pre- 
tences—pretences which they knew to be miserable.’? This is 
not the kind oflogie by which the United States are to be per- 
suaded that their interpretation of the treaty, sustained as it has 
been by their most distinguished statesmen, is erroneous. And 
while France, as is actually the case, has received all that she 
claims, it seems really somewhat unnecessary to dispute about 
considerations which have led the United States to concede 
t. 


The only reasonable claim that France could advance under 
this head, was, as has been said, the reimbursement of what 
she deems the unjustly levied duties on her tonnage, which 
were paid between 1815 and 1827. Besides, that the amount of 
these duties is probably pot a tenth as great as that of the sums 
due our citizens under the fourth article of the convention of 
1800. The United States deny that the duties were unjustly 
levied. But, fatigued with the controversy, and unwilling to 
let a matter really so trifling stand in the way of the payment 
of the indemnity due to our citizens, the United States offer to 
grant to France important favors in the tariff of duties on her 
wines—favors worth to France, on the computation of her mi- 
nister of foreign affairs, 800,000 francs per annum, for ten years, 
a sum greatly exceeding—many times exceeding—the utmost 
amount to which the loss above alluded te can be supposed to 
extend. While, then, the eighth article of the Louisiana treaty 
practically gives to the French nothing on their own construc- 
tion—that is, nothing which they would not enjoy on the gene- 
ral commercial system of the United States—the treaty of July, 
1831, gives them, fur ten years, an advantage in the impost on 
their wines of 800,000 francs per annum, even supposing that 
the consumption will not increase in consequence of the reduc- 
tion of duties; the contrary of which is notoriously the case. 


In addition to this, we have already observed that the French 
silks enjoy a most valuable discrimination over those of China. 
This, it is true, is not stipulated by the treaty, but it was kept 
up, in the last revision of the tariff, out of friendly consideration 
of the interests of France; and there is no particular reason to 
think that it will be suppressed should friendly relations be con- 
tinued between the two countries. But it will be abrogated, as 
a matter of course, if the treaty is not executed. The under- 
signed would not be thought ignorant of the fact, that a good 





Schooner Excharge, of Baltimore, captain Dye, was taken 
into the public service, and sent with despatches to Philadel- 
phia, where she was libelled by American owners, and restora- 
tion ordered by judge Washington, in the circuit court; sentence 
afterwards reversed in the supreme courts on the ground of her 
being a national vessel of war! 

Schooner Trim, of Baltimore, captain Bunbury. 

Schooner Post Boy, of Baltimore, captain Adams. 

Schooner Eleanor, of Baltimore, captain Gover. 

Schooner Hawk, of Baltimore, captain Goff. 

Schooner Fawn, of Baltimore, captain Young. 

Schooner Prosper, of New York, captain Selby. 

Ship Hawk, of Philadelphia, captain Brown. 

The remaining 29 American vessels seized at St. Sebastian 
were sacrificed at auction by order of the French government 
to the highest bidder, and brought very little, say not more 
than a franc on each dollar of their cost in the United States. 


———————— Sateen, —— 
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commercial treaty is mutually beneficial, and that the United 
States enjoy advantages in an active commerce with France, 
But so they do in an active commerce with any other country, 
The undersigned are not satisfied that discriminations in favor 
of French wines or silks are of any benefit to the United States, 
They change the course of trade, but do not, of necessity, in- 
crease the amount of products exchanged; perhaps they dimi- 
nish it. And whatever particular course of policy be pursued 
by the United States, on the failure of France to execute the 
treaty, these commercial discriminations in her favor will be ab- 
rogated, never to be renewed! They are so far anomalous in our 
system; liable to such objections on the part of other powers, 
and of benefit so questionable to ourselves, that, once lost by 
France, they will never be regained. 

There is another consideration, which well deserves to be 
weighed by France. Her commerce with the United States is 
considerably more important than that which she carries on 
with any other nation. According to a statement of her com- 
merce for 1833, which appears to be derived from official 
sources in France, her exports that year to the United States 
amounted to 117,396,336 frances, and her importations from the 
United States the same year amounted to 99,079,212 francs.* 
These statements, it is true, appear to be much exaggerated. 
The American custom house returns for the same year give 
our imports from France at 13,963,000, and our exports at 
14,425,000 dollars.{ But, in the debate on the execution of the 
treaty in April, 1834, a member stated the exports from France 
to America at 110,000,000 frances for 1831, and 106,000,000 for 
1833. This commerce unquestionably is of great mutual bene- 
fit. But it may be safely said, that, while the manufacturers of 
France can bear no burden upon the raw material of those fa- 
brics,in which they have a difficult competition to sustain with 
other countries, it is a matter of comparative indifference to 
America whether she derives the articles which form the bulk 
of her imports, from France, or some other country. Is it ex- 
pedient for France to derange and break up a commerce like 
this, for the sake of escaping a payment of eight or ten millions 
of frances, of what she deems excess in the stipulations of a 
treaty, the principles of which she does not contest? 

Itis then greatly for the interest of France to execute the 
treaty; and though the undersigned hope that itis not set upa 
principle that treaties not advantageons may be broken at plea- 
sure, yet the demonstrated advantages of this compact cannot 


*Extract from the Garde National. 
Marseilles, Dec. 19, 1834. 
GENERAL STATEMENT OF THE COMMERCE OF FRANCE IN 1833. 
The second result offered by the administration of the custom 
house, in its tableau general, is that of the whole of our rela- 
tions with each of the great commercial powers of the world. 
The United States continue to be placed very far ahead of 
the nations with which we hold the most extensive trade. In 
1833 our importations amounted to 97,079,212 franes, and our 
exportations to 117,395.366 frances. After the United States, 
the following is the order of the powers with which our rela- 
tions are the most extensive: 





Imports. Exports. 
England, comprising Malta, Gibraltar 


and the Ionian Islands 





Belgium 


39,741,639 
63,844,933 


116,195,858 
52,348,158 


Spain, including the Canary Islands 43,844 595 62,491,590 
Sardinia, island and continent 68,737 ,600 49,687 ,122 
Austria, including the Lumbard Veni- 

tian kingdom 48,243,379 6 .657,401 
Switzerland . : 31,168,003 58,191,499 
Germany ° ° , 28,567,138 41,945,770 
Russia ° ° ° 23,103,800 10,555,791 
Prussia ° ° ‘ « 20,491,292 7,401 .060 
India ° ° ° ° ° 27,406,138 5,205,112 
Turkey, including the islands of the 

Archipelago 17,164,911 14,412,77 


tThe following statements are taken from the official table for 
the financial year, ending the 30th September of each year. 


IMPORTS FROM FRANCE. 


Years. Total. Silks. Wine. Brandy. 
1824 $8,121,000 $2,340,000 $200,000 $580,000 
1825 11.836 ,000 5.632.000 412,000 860,000 
1826 9,590 .000 4,120,000 632,000 450 000 
1827 9,449,000 4,284,000 565,000 684,000 
1828 10,288 ,000 3,982,000 438,000 1,064 ,000 
1829 9,617,000 4,363,000 444,000 614,000 
1830 8,241,000 3,548,000 465,000 210.000 
1831 14,738,000 6,888,000 651,000 256 ,000 
1832 12,755,000 5,044,000 902,000 615,000 
1833 13,963,000 6 .256,000 920,000 85'),000 

EXPCRTS TO FRANCE. ' ‘- 

- -4m.ton. . ton. 
Yrs. Total. Cotton. alue. ciuanal aemed. 
1824 $10,552,000 Zbs.40,698,000 $6,436,000 104,900 8,800 
1895 11,881,000 30.012,000 5,916,000 100,500 14,500 
1846 «= 12, 106,000 62,243,000 8,178,000 131,500 16,100 
1827 13,565,000 70,423,000 7,350,000 147,700 16,600 
1828 12.098,.000 53,480,000 5,903,000 130.200 14,400 
1899 =—s-: 12, 832,000 67,464,000 6,855,000 157.700 12,100 
1830 = 11,806,000 75,105,000 7,646,000 145,700 11,400 
1831 9,883,000 46,127,000 4,264,000 98,800 7,500 
1832 13,245,000 77,467,000 7,723,000 122.500 21,200 
1833 14,425,000 76,833,000 8,845,000 119,800 25,400 
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be overlooked by France; and, it may be hoped, will have their 
natural effect on her councils. 

How does France expect to dispose of the affair in any other 
way than by executing the treaty? She admits that something 
is due; and will she not trust her king and ministers in a nego- 
tiation with the envoy of the United States to settle the amount? 
or rather, after it is settled, will she claim the right in her legis- 
lative bodies, where America has no representative, by ex parte 
statements, and monstrous misstatements, to reduce the amount 
stipulated by the treaty? The United States will never consent 
to this course of procedure; no branch of her government will 
consent to it; not one of her citizens will consent toit. What- 
ever be the event, the United States will never re-open the con- 
vention, nor accept of one dollar less than its stipulated amount. 

Will France take upon herself, under these circumstances, to 
refuse to execute her own treaty; to annul the act of her own 
executive government; and withhold the payment even of what 
she has acknowledged justly due? Can she promise herself na- 
tional honor or benefit in such a course? Will the voice of an 
enlightened age sustain her? Will her conduct command the 
respect of the nations of Europe, of Russia, Denmark, Sweden, 
Great Britain, Portugal, Spain, the Two Sicilies, who have all 
made satisfaction, and several of them to a large amount, to the 
citizens of the United States, for claims of a similar character? 
Will the governments of Europe deem it wise that the public 
peace should be disturbed, and the commerce of the world in- 
terrupted in sucha cause? Especially will France withhold the 
satisfaction of our claims, after having formaliy stipulated it in 
a treaty ratified in all the forms of the constitutions of the two 
countries, faithfully executed by the United States, and after 
three years’ unrequited enjoyment on the part of France of its 
beneficial provisions? That France has so long delayed to ex- 
ecute it, is matter of equal surprise and regret. The delay is in 
her own wrong; and the impartial world will hold her respon- 
sible for the consequences. She has her own wrongful non. ex- 
ecution of the treaty alone to blame, or all that may be done or 
said to her displeasure and reproach. The refusal to execute a 
treaty concluded at the close of a long and unpleasant negotia- 
tion, besides the grievous private injury done to the claimants, 
throws back the government and people of the United States 
upon the unatoned outrages of 1509 and 1810. Is it an enlight- 
ened policy in France to throw upon her king the discredit of 
vacating a treaty which he has ratified, and to do this for the 
sake of assuming the responsibility of those remorseless viola- 
tions of the law of nations, out of which the complaints of Ame- 
rica arose? 

Since the foregoing views on this important question were 
prepared, a message has been sent by the president, to the 
house of representatives, and referred to this committee, con- 
taining official intelligence of the recall of the French minister; 
of the tender of passports made to Mr. Livingston, by the French 
minister of foreign affairs; and of the presentation of a bill, for 
the execution of the treaty, to the chamber of deputies. The 
president also informs the house, that he has directed Mr. Liv- 
ingston to leave France with the legation, in case the bill for 
executing the treaty, should be rejected by the chamber. In 
his letters of the Lith and 14th January, Mr. Livingston, from 
the meaus of information possessed by him at Paris, expresses 
the opinion that the bill will become alaw. On the supposi- 
tion, that such may be the fact, the incidents connected with 
the interruption of the usual diplomatic intercourse between 
the two countries, do not seem to require the legislative action 
of congress, especially as the executive has taken the steps 
which were deemed proper on the occasion. 

[t is not to be expected that,in the few days which remain 
of the session, official intelligence will reach us, that the ques- 
tion is finally disposed of. The undersigned are willing, with 
the American minister at Paris, to anticipate, that the bill for 
executing the treaty will become alaw. The contrary, how. 
ever, i¢ possible, and, in this event, the action of congress will 
be required. Itis however, atall times difficult to provide for 
events future and contingent, with great precision, by acts of 
provisional legislation. If no other objection existed to such 
legislation, a strong one would grow out of the want of time pro- 
perly to mature the measures which might be suggested. 

Should no intelligence reach us before the close of the ses- 
sion, requiring the immediate action of the legislature, the sub- 
ject will be in the disposal of the succeeding congress. If any 
thing should occur to make it necessary that they should act 
upon it before the usual time of their assembling, the president 
has the power to call an extra session. Those measures of 
security which prudence at all times dictates, and which be- 
long to the general care of the public safety, have already, at 
the present session, received the attention of the appropriate 
committees and of congress, and the undersigned are prepared 
cheerfully to co-operate in any further measures of the same 
character which the wisdom of congress may sanction. 


Nothing seems left, therefore, in the approaching dissolution 
of the present congress but to consign the whole subject to the 
consideration of the people at large, (with whom it is still in 
some degree a matter of novel impression)—to the wisdom of 
the next congress, who will have all the information necessary 
for further action, if, contrary to the expectations of our minis- 
ter at Paris, further action should be required—and to the dis- 
posal of an over-ruling Providence. In respectfully submitting 
these views of the question, the undersigned will only add, as 
a closing sentiment, that they fully concur in what they believe 
to be the unanimous opinion of the present congress, that the 








treaty of the 4th of July, 1831, should be maintained, and its ex- 
ecution insisted on, at all bazards, and such, they doubt not, is 
the sense of the whole country. 
EDWARD EVERETT, © 
ROBT. P. LETCHER, 
R. COULTER. 
House of Representatives, Feb. 27, 1835. 
Mr. Cambreleng explained that when he remarked yesterday 
that he had never heard of a report on the part of the minority 
of the committee, he had not the least idea that the paper now 
presented was the one referred to. Before the late intelligence 
was received it was proposed in the committee to move the 
printing of this document, but it was deferred at the time, and 
he thought the proposition had been dismissed. He added that 
the report had not been read by one of the six members who 
formed a majority of the committee. 

Mr. J. Q. Adams asked whether the report of the minority 
concluded with any resolutions. 

Mr. E. Everett replied that it did not. 

Mr. J. Q. Adams said he would now propose the resolutions 
which he sent to the chair yesterday. 

The resolutions having been read from the National Intelli- 
gencer as already published, 

Mr. Adams requested the clerk to make a verbal alteration in 
them, so as to change the word ‘‘measures”’ to measure, as he 
said it was written. 

[After a great deal of debate, in which many gentlemen par- 
ticipated, the house agreed, on the motion of Mr. Coulter, (yeas 
116, nays 107), to commit the message, papers, &c. to a com- 
mittee of the whole to-morrow, at !1 o’clock.] 

[Several bills were afterwards passed—among them the har- 
bor bill, on the motion of Mr. H. Everett—yeas 109, nays 65. ] 

(The house adjourned at nine o’clock—a great variety of bu- 
siness happening. ] 

Saturday Feb. 28. After other business—the house resumed 
the report of the committee on foreign relations, with the reso- 
lutions offered by Mr. 4dams. Afler long debates— 

Mr. Cambreleng concluded his speech by offering the follow- 
ing resolution, which is expressed in the concluding words of 
the report from the minority of the committee on foreign af- 
fairs; observing that, had that report been submitted to the com- 
mittee, it would have met with nearly the unanimous approba- 
tion of the members of the majority. 

Resolved, That the treaty of the 4th of July, 1831, should be 
maintained, and its execution insisted on, at all hazards. 

Mr. Adams expressed his willingness to accept of this as a 
modification of the resolution he had offered. 

Mr. Coulter also expressed his willingness to vote for the 
same resolution. 

Mr. Chilton wished to have it amended by striking out the 
words *‘at all hazards,’’ but 

Mr. Adams could not consent so to modify the resolution. 

Mr. E. Everett observing that he had just learned that an ex- 
press had arrived with some intelligence of a date later than any 
heretofore received, expressed his desire for a recess till 7 
o’clock, and with a view to that measure moved that the com- 
mittee rise. The motion prevailed—ayes 87, noes 82. 

So the committee rose. 

Mr. E.. Everett moved for a recess, when 

The chair announced the reception of a communication from 
the hon. John Ewing, stating that he had been way-laid, and at- 
tacked in a savage manner by lieut. Lane, son of the hon. Mr. 
Lane, a member of this house from Indiana, for no other rea- 
son that he knew of, than words uttered by him in debate in 
this house. 

Mr. Ewing did not request any action on the part the house, 
but stated the fact as an apology to the house and to his con- 
stituents, for his absence from his seat. 

Mr. Hiester moved to lay the communication on the table. 

Mr. May, of [llinois, stated that a court of inquiry had been 
instituted by the president in the case of lieutenant Lane, in 
connection with this matter. 

. Mr. Hiester withdrew his motion; and after some further de- 
ate— 

Mr. Hannegan offered a resolution, proposing a committee of 
investigation to ascertain and report the facts to the house. 

Mr. Harper, of New Hampshire, moved to lay the subject 
on the table, and demanded the yeas and nays. 

The house negatived the motion—yeas 67, noes 128. 

A very warm debate ensued, in which Messrs. Polk, Kinnard, 
Thompson, Lytle, Hardin, Hannegan, and Evans took part, and 
which was terminated by 

Mr. Stewart’s moving the previous question, which was se- 
conded, put, and, carried; when the resolution was agreed to— 
yeas 127, nays 63. , 

Mr. Cambreleng, then moved again to go into committee o 
the whole on the state of the union, but the house, on motion 
of Mr. Rencher, adjourned. 


Monday, March2. After the presentation of petitions, 

On motion of Mr. Clay, the rule was suspended, and the house 
took up and adopted a resolution directing the secretary of the 
treasury to cause an estimate to be made of the cost of con- 
structing a levee on the western bank of the Mississippi and 
southern bank of the Red River, in the state of Louisiana; as 
also the cost of levees on, or removing the obstructions from, 
the rivers of Arkansas and Miesouri, the effects of such levees 
and improvements, the quantity of lands which will be reclaim- 





ed, &c. 
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The bill from the senate to suspend the operation of certain 
provisoes of the act to alter and amend the several acts impos- 
ing duties on imports, was read a third time and passed. 

Ten thousand extra copies of the report of the secretary of 
the treasury on commerce and navigation, (when received), 
were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McKennan moved the suspension of the rule to take up 
the Cumberland road bill from the senate, which motion was 
negatived. 

The report from the judiciary committee unfavorable to the 
resolution offered by Mr. Burges, to prevent the employment of 
editors in the execution of the public printing, came up in or- 
der, which report was ordered to be laid on the table and be 
printed. 

Mr. Cambreleng, with a view, he said, to test the disposition 
of the house as to the mode of proceeding on the report and re- 
solutions of the committee on foreign relations, moved to dis- 
charge the committee of the whole from the further considera- 
tion of the same; which motion prevailed, yeas 104, nays 92. 

The report and resolutions being before the house, 

Mr. J. Q. Adams said he had adopted, on Saturday, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Archer), as 4 
modification of his first resolution; but he begged io state, that 
he wished a direct vote upon his resolution, if the amendment 
of Mr. Archer should be rejected. 


The speaker said the question would be on the amendment of 
Mr. Archer, which is as follows: 

Resolved, That in the just expectation that the government of 
France will have made provision, or will make provision, for 
carrying into effect the stipulations of the treaty of indemnity 
with that government of the 4th of July, 1831, this house will 
forbear at the present time to adopt any measure in relation to 
that subject. 

A warm and animated debate ensued, in which Messrs. E. 
Everett, Alien, of Ohio, Love, McDowell Moore, Evans, Suther- 
land, Clayton, Gilmer, Lytle, Binney, Gorham, Mason, of Va. 
and Watmough took part. The last named gentleman conclud- 
ed by moving to lay the whole subject on the table. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Watmough’s motion and 
decided as follows: yeas 48, nays 168. 

So the motion was negatived. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Archer’s amendment, 
which, after debate, was negatived, ayes 71, noes 143. 

Mr. Cambreleng then moved the following resolution, as an 
amendment to the first of those introduced by Mr. Adams, 
which was accepted by the latter gentleman: 

Resolved, ‘That, in the opinion of this house, the treaty of the 
4th July, 1831, should be maintained, and its execution insisted 
on; when 

Mr. S. Jones, of Georgia, then submitted the following, as an 
amendment to the above: 

Resolved, That with asolemn treaty acknowledging the rights 
of our citizens, entered into under the usual formalities, and 
with a nation possessing to be governed by that code which 
prescribes the obligation of such instruments, we have every 
right to expect that the same will be observed in good faith; and 
that as this house is officially informed, the law for executing 
said treaty is now under consideration in the French legislature, 
it is inexpedient, for the present, to legislate on the subject. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution rejected 
without a division. « 

Mr. Robertson then moved to strike out from the first resolu- 
tion from the words ‘*Resolved that,” and insert: ‘*There is sa- 
tisfactory evidence that the French government desires that the 
appropriation for indemnity should be made in pursuance of the 
stipulations of the treaty of July 4, 1831, and reason to hope that 
the chamber of deputies will adopt that measure, and faithfully 
discharge the obligations of France to the United States.”’ 

Mr. Gorham asked for the yeas and nays, which were order- 
ed. The amendment was then rejected. 

The question then recurring on the substitute adopted by Mr. 
J. Q. Adams, a2 given above. 

Mr. Mann, of New York, called for the yeas and nays. 

They were ordered and taken, when the resolution was 
adopted unanimously as follows: yeas 212, nays none. : 

(The annunciation of this vote from the chair was received 
with a loud and spontaneous burst of applause, which broke at 
once from the galleries, and was re-echoed from the floor, mak- 
ing the walls and dome of the chamber to resound with joy, 
while mutual congratulations passed in all directions. } 


Mr. Adams then withdrew his other resolutions, and Mr. 
Cambreleng also withdrew the first resolution reported by him, 
its place being superseded by the one first adopted. ‘ 

The following resolution reported by the committee on foreign 
relations, was then also unanimously adopted: , 

Resolved, That the committee on foreign affairs be discharg 
ed from the further consideration of so much of the president’s 
message as relates to the commercial restrictions, or to reprisals 
on the commerce of France. ; 

The resolution adopted by the committee of foreign relations, 
which is in the following words, was then ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Resolved, That preparation ought to be made to meet any 
emergency growing out of our relations with France. 

The joint resolution from the senate rescinding the joint 
rule which probibits transmission of bills to the president on 
the last day of the session, and after an ineffectual attempt to 
amend it, was adopted. ‘lhe house then adjourned. 





eet. 
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Tuesday, March3. By the unanimous consent of the house, 
several members who had been compelled to withdraw from 
the house last night before the question was taken on the re- 
solution on French relations, were allowed to add their names 
to the unanimous vote of the house in its favor. 

[The house did not conclude its session until Monday mid- 
night, having been in session arduously engaged in debate from 
10 o’clock in the morring.] 

On motion of Mr. Polk, the house resolved itself into a com- 
mittee of the whole, on the state of the union, (Mr. Hubbard 
in the Chair), on the appropriation bills returned from the se- 
nate with amendments. 

The amendments made by the senate to the bill making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the go- 
vernment for the year 1835, were taken up. 

_ The amendments increasing the appropriations for the con- 
tingent expenses of the two houses of congress, and making 
additional appropriations for the expenses of the north east exe- 
cutive building, were concurred in. 

The amendment, providing that the appropriation for the 
salary and outfit of a minister to London shall not take effect 
until a minister be appointed by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the senate, was taken up. 

Mr. Polk opposed the amendment as unusual and unneces- 
sary. There was no necessity, he said, to admonish the pre- 
sident of his duty. He moved that the house disagree to the 
amendment. 

Mr. J. Q. Adams said, he had directed the attention of the 
house to this subject when the bill was under consideration 
here, but had made no motion in regardto it. It would be 
highly important to have a minister in England, in case our 
minister should be recalled from France. If our negotiations 
should be suspended there, it would be important to havea 
winister in the neighborhood. He was opposed to the amend. 
ment, and hoped the house would not sanction the principle 
which it embraced. It was an attempt to dictate to the presi- 
dent in a matter of his constitutional duty, and it made the ap- 
pointment of a minister to England dependent ona special 
meeting of the senate. He did not agree that the president had 
not the power to appointa minister during the recess of con- 
gress. 

The question being then taken, the motion to disagree to the 
tries of the senate was decided in the affirmative, 91 to 

The amendment granting compensation for certain diploma- 
tic services, to John Randolph Clay, and M. Niles, were, on 
motion of Mr. E. Everett, amended by the addition of a clause 
appropriating $1,080, to be refunded to com. Downes, a sum 
expended by him in presents to native chiefs of the Sandwich 
and Society Islands, and, as amended, concurred in. 

Mr. Jarvis moved to amend a senate amendment by insert- 
ing a provision appropriating $200,000 for the erecting of pub- 
lic buildings for the accommodation of the treasury department. 

Mr. Chinn moved to amend the clause so as to provide that 
the material employed in the building should be free-stone in- 
poe ig granite, but withdrew it, and the amendment was re- 
ected. 

The whole remainder of the day, to the time of closing this 
report, was occupied in the discussion of amendments by the 
senate to the appropriation bill, with amendments thereto pro- 
posed in this house. 

LIST OF ACTS 

PASSED AT THE SECOND SESSION OF THE 23D CONGRESS. 

An act to render permanent the present mode of supplying 
the army of the United States, and fixing the salary of certain 
clerks therein named. 

For the final adjustment of the claims to land in the south 
eastern district of Louisiana. 

For the final adjustment of claims to lands in the state of 
Louisiana. 

To regulate the pay of the navy of the United States. 

Authorising the secretary of the treasury to refund to Richard 
Butman the tounage duty imposed on the schooner Brandy- 
wine, 


To authorise the secretary of state to issue letters patent to 
James Jones. 

To allow further time to complete the issuing and locating 
of military land warrants during the late war. 

Making appropriations for the payment of the revolutionary 
and other pensioners of the United States, for the year one 
thousand eight bundred and thirty-five. 

To extend the time of issuing military land warrants to the 
officers and soldiers of the revolutionary army. 

Making appropriations for the support of the army for the 
year one thousand eight bundred and thirty five. 

Making appropriations for the current expenses of the Indian 
department, for the year one thousand eight hundred and thirty- 
five. 

Making appropriations for the naval service for the year one 
thousand eight hundred and thirty-five. 

Making appropriations for Indian annuities and other similar 
objects for the year eighteen hundred and thirty-five. 

To amend an act, entitled “fan act authorising the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Potomac, and repeating all acts in 
relation thereto.’’ ; 

To change the place of holding the district court of the Unit, 
ed States of the district of Mississippi. 
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Making appropriations for certain roads, and for examina- 
tions and surveys, for the year one thousand eight hundred and 

irty-five. 

Makin additional te gem for the Delaware breakwa- 
ter, and for certain harbors, and removing obstructions in and 
at the mouths of certain rivers, for the year one thousand eight 
hundred and thirty-five. 

Authorising the construction of a dry dock for the naval ser- 
vice. 

Making appropriations for building light boats, beacons, and 
monuments, and placing buoys for the year eighteen hundred 
and thirty-five, and for other purposes. 

Authorising the city council of St. Augustine to widen a 
street in St. Augustine. 

To authorise letters patent to be issued to Francis B. Ogden. 

Making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of government for the year one thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-five, and for other purposes. 

Amendatory of the act for the continuation of the Cumber- 
land road. 

To authorise the removal of the land office at Wapauchkone- 
ta to Lima, in the state of Ohio. 

To prescribe the punishment of consuls, commercial age@is, 
and others, in certain cases. q 

To authorise the sale of certain lands belonging to the uni- 
versity of Michigan. 

For improving the harbor at the mouth of the river Raisin, in 
the territory of Michigan. 

Granting to the borough of Michilimackinac certain grounds 
for public purposes. 

For the completion of certain improvements in Florida. 

Making an appropriation for the completion of the military 
barracks at New Orleans. 

To provide for the further compensation of the marshal of 
the district of Delaware. 

To authorise the construction of a rail road upon the public 
lands from Tallahassee to St. Marks, in Florida. 

Supplementary to an act entitled an act to authorise the in- 
habitants of the state of Louisiana to enter the back lands. 

To continue the officer of commissioner of pensions. 

For the continuation and repair of the Cumberland road, in 
the states of Ohio, Indiana and Illinois. 

To complete certain roads of the territory of Arkansas. 

In amendment of the acts for the punishment of offences 
against the United States. 

To establish branches of the mint of the United States. 

To authorise the secretary of the treasury to compromise the 
claims allowed by the commissioners under the treaty with the 
king of the Two Sicilies, concluded Oct. 14, 1832. 

Further to suspend the operation of certain provisoes of ‘‘an 
act to alter and amend the several acts imposing duties on im- 
ports,” approved July 14, 1832. 

Further to extend the time allowed for the execution of the 
duties of the commission for carrying into effect the convention 
with France. 

To change the times of holding the district court of the Unit- 
ed States, forthe western district of Virginia, held at Clarks- 
burg. 

Supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘an act to authorise the ex- 
tension, construction, and use of a lateral branch of the Balti- 
— and Ohio rail road, into and within the District of Colum- 

ia. 

To provide for paying certain pensioners at Jackson, in the 
state of Tennessee. 

To extend the patent of Robert Eastman, for a further period 
of seven years. 


RELIEF ACTS. 
For the relief of Samuel Bragdon, David Chase and the 
owners of the schooner Halcyon; of Charles Gordon, and the 
crew of the schooner Two Sons; of Wm. P. Zantzinger, purser 
in the navy; of Silas D. Fisher; of Mervin P. Mix; of Tuffs 
& Clark; of Humphrey B. Gwathmey; of Robert Haile; of Evan 
Edwards; of Samuet 8S. Lord; of Francis Lasse! and others; of 
Samuel Butler; of Job Barton; of David Kincaid; of Stevens 
Smith, and the heirs of Patrick McRowen and crew of the fish- 
ing schooner Rising States; of Matthew C. Perry, a master coin- 
mandant in the navy; of E. R. Shubrick of the navy; of Riddle, 
Beetle and Headington; of John J. Avery; of Stephen Gatlin; 
of Theodore Owens; of the representatives of Thomas Clem. 
mons; of Shubael Conant; ofthe legal representatives of Aaron 
Smith; of Thos. Ball; of Wm. Haskell and others; of John Col 
lins; of Peter Triplett; of Simeon Meachum; of the children of 


ing captain Cole,a Seneca Indian chief on the pension rolls 
to Justice Cobb; to Isaac Eckright, to Solomon Case. 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Joint resolution, giving the right of way through the property 
of the United States at Harper’s Ferry, to the Winchester and 
Potomac rail road company. 
For the (sale) of a lion and two horses, received as a present 
by the consul of the United States, at Tangier, from the empe- 
ror of Morocco. 
Presenting a gold medal to Geo. Croghan, and a sword to 
each of the officers under his command, for their gallantry and 
good conduct in the defence of Fort Stephenson in 1813. 
= BD Or — 
THE UNITED STATES AND FRANCE. 
The following message, with the accompanying documents, 
was on the 26th ult. transmitted by the president of the United 
States to both houses of congress: 
To the house of representatives of the United States: 
I transmit to congress a report from the secretary of state, 
with copies of all the Ietters received from Mr. Livingston, 
since the message to the house of representatives of the 6th 
instant, of the instructions given to that minister, and of all 
the late correspondence with the French government in Paris, 
or in Washington, except a note of M. Serrurier, which, for the 
reasons stated in the report, is not how communicated. 
It will be seen that [ have deemed it my duty to instruct Mr, 
Livingston to quit France, with his legation, and return to the 
United States, if an appropriation for the fulfilment of the con- 
vention shall be refused by the chambers. 
The subject being now, in all its present aspects, before con- 
gress, whose right it is to decide what measures are to be pur- 
sued on that event, I deem it unnecessary to make further re- 
commendation, being confident, that, on their part, every thing 
will be done to maintain the rights and honor of the country, 
which the occasion requires. ANDREW JACKSON, 
Washington, 25th February, 1835. 


To the president of the United States: 

Department of state, Washington, 25th February, 1835, 
The secretary of state has the honor to submit to the pre- 
sident copies of all the letters received from Mr. Livingston 
since the message to the house of representatives of the 6th 
instant, of the istructions given to that minister, and of all the 
late correspondence with the French government in Paris, or 
in Washington, except the last note of M. Serrurier, which it 
has been considered necessary to submit to the government of 
France before it is made public or answered, that it may be 
ascertained whether some exceptionable expressions are to be 
taken as the result of a settled purpose in that government, 
or as the mere ebullition of the minister’s indiscretion. 


JOHN FORSYTH. 


Mr. Livingston to Mr. Forsyth. 

Legation of the United States, Paris, 11th January, 1835, 
Hon. John Forsyth: 

Sir: Believing that it would be important for me te receive 
the despatches you might think it necessary to send with the 
president’s message, I venture on incurring the expense of a 
courier to bring it to me as soon as it should arrive at Havre. 
Mr. Bearsley accordingly, on the arrival of the Sully, despaich- 
ed a messenger with my letters received by that vessel, anda 
New York newspaper containing the message, but without any 
communication from the department; so that your No. 43 is 
still the last which I have to acknowledge. The courier ar- 
rived at 2 o0’clock on the morning of the 8th. Other copies 
were the same morning received by the Estafette, and the con- 
tents being soon known caused the greatest sensation, which as 
yetis, I think, unfavorable. The few members of the opposi- 
tion who would have voted for the execution of the treaty, now 
declaring that they cannot do it under the threat of reprisals, 
and the great body of that party making use of tie effect it has 
on national pride, to gain proselytes from the ministerial side 
of the chamber, in which, [ have no doubt, they have in a great 
degree for the time succeeded. 

The ministers are aware of this, and will not, I think, im- 
mediately urge the consideration of the law, as I have no doubt 
they were prepared to do when the message arrived. Should 
congress propose commercial restrictions, or determine to wait 
to the end of the session before they act, this will be consider- 
ed as a vote against reprisals, and then the law will be propos- 
ed, and I think carried. But I ought not to conceal from you 
that the excitement is at present very great; that their pride is 


Dominick Lynch; of James Young; of Henry Awkward; of | deeply wounded by what they call an attempt to coerce them 


John Ashton; of Joseph Gilbert; of the legal representatives of 
John Mullowney; of Timothy Jordon; of the heirs and legal re 


presentatives of Bailey E. Clarke; of Joseph Swartwood; of 


Abraham E. Boutwell and David Pearson; of Daniel Page; of 

Thomas Buford; of John Moore; of Geo. C. Seaton; of Richard 

T. Archer; of John Tice, assignee of William Pennington; of 

William O’Neale and Robert Morrison; of Benjamin Holland; 

of col. J, Eugene Leitensdorfer; of John Dougherty, an Indian 

agent; of Lemuel Tanner, assignee of Pierre Dufresne. 
PENSION ACTS. 

Granting a pension to Amasa A. Tifft; to Isaac Janvier; to 
William Wilges; to Joseph Mead; to Benjamin Leslie; to Wm. 
Baden and James Harrington; to John Gerodelle; to Samuel 
Shelmerdine; to Thomas Morton; te John Bryant; to Larnard 


by threats, to the payment of a sum which they persist, (in op- 
position to the plainest proof), in declaring not to be due. 
This feeling is fostered by the language of our opposition pa- 
pers, particularly by the Intelligencer and New York Courier, 
extracts from which have been senton by Americans, deelar- 
ing them to be the sentiments of the majority of the people. 
These, as you will see, are translated and republished here 
with such comments as they might have been expected, and 
undoubtedly were intended, to produce; and if hostilities should 
take place between the two countries, those persons may 
flatter themselves with having the credit of a great share in 
producing them. The only letter I have received from home 
is one from my family. This, to my great satisfaction, informs 





Swallow; to Noah Miller, an invalid major of the militia; plac- 


me that the president will be supported by all parties, and I am 
told that this is the language of some of the opposition papers, 
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but as they are not sent to the legation, I cannot tell in what 
degree this support can be depended upon. Whether the en- 
ergetic language of the message will be made the pretext with 
some, or be the cause wiih others, among the deputies for 
rejecting the law, cannot of course be yet conjectured with 
any degree of probability; but 1 think it will have a good effect. 
It has certainly raised us in the estimation of other powers, 
if { may judge trom the demeanor of their representatives here; 
and my own opinion is, that as soon as the first excitement 
subsides, it will operate favorably on the councils of France. 
Already more of the journals begin to change their tone, and [ 
am much mistaken if the opposition here, finding that we are 
in earnest, will incur the responsibility of a rupture between 
the two nations, which they see must take place if the treaty 
be rejected. The funds experienced a considerable fall as soon 
as the message Was known, and insurance rose; in short, it bas 
made them feel the commercial as well as political importance 
of our country. 

The count de Rigny had requested me to communicate the 
message to him as svon as it should be received, This I pro- 
mised to do; and accordingly, on the morning of the 8th, to 
avoid any mistake as tothe mode of making the communica. 
tion, I carried the paper to him myself, telling him that I had 
received a gazette containing a paper, said to be the message 
of the president, which I delivered to him in compliance with 
my promise, but lL requested hun to observe, that it was not an 
authentic paper, nor was it delivered in pursuance of instruc- 
tions, nor in my Official character. I thought it, for obvious 
reasons, necessary to be very explicit on this point, and he 
pate understood me, as he had not yet read the message. 

ittle more passed at the interview, and I thought of it, but 
not immediately, to seek another: I shall probably, however, 
see him to night, and shall then appoint some ume for a fur- 
ther conference, of which, I will by this same packet give you 
the result. 

Mr. Middleton had just arrived from Madrid, with the in- 
scriptions of the Spanish indemnity, and a draft for the first 
payment of interest. His instructions are, he says, to leave 
them with me, but as I have heard nothing from the depart- 
ment, I shall advise the depositing them with Rothschild, to 
wait the directions of the president. 

The importance of obtaining the earliest intelligence, at this 
crisis of our affairs with Franee, bas induced me to direct that 
my letters should be sent by the Estafette from Havre, and 
that, if any important advices should be received, at such an 
hour in the day as would give a courier an advance of some 
hours over the Estafette, that a special messenger should be 
despatched with it. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, sir, your most obe- 
dient servant, EDW. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. Livingston to Mr. Forsyth. 
Legation of the U. States, Paris, Januury 14, 1835. 
Hon. John Forsyth: 

Sir: The intended conference with the minister of foreign 
affairs, of which I spoke to you in my last, No. 70, took place 
yesterday morning. I began it by expressing my regret that a 
communication from the president to congress had been so 
much misrepresented in that part which related to France, as 
to be construed into a measure of hostilities. It was, I said, 
part of a consultation between different members of our go 
vernment, as to the proper course to be pursued, if the legislative 
body of France should persevere in refusing to provide the 
means of complying with a treaty formally made. That the 
president, as waa lis duty, stated the facts truly, and in mo- 
derate language, without any irritating comment. That in 
further pursuance of his official duty he declared the different 
modes of redress which the law of nations permitted, in order 
to avoid hostilities; expressing as he ought to do, his reasons 
for preferring one of them. hat in all this there was nothing 
addressed to the French nation; and [ likened it to a proceed- 
ing well known ia the French law, (a family council in which 
the concerns and interests are discussed), but of which in our 
case the debates were necessarily made public. That a further 
elucidation of the nature of this document might be drawn from 
the circumstance, that no instructions had been given to com- 
municate it to the French government, and that, if a gazette 
containing it had been delivered, it was at the request of his 
excellency, and expressly declared a private communication, 
not an official one. I further stated that I made this communi- 
cation without instructions, merely to counteract misapprehen- 
sions, and from an earnest desire to rectify errors which might 
have serious consequences. I added that it was very unfortu- 
nate that an earlier call of the chambers had not been made in 
consequence of M. Serrurier’s promise, the non-compliance 
with which was of a nature to cause serious disquietude with 
the government of the United States. [ found immediately that 
this was the part of the message that had most seriously affect 
ed the king; for count de Rigny immediately took up the argu 
ment, endeavoring to show that the government had acted in 
good faith; relying principally on the danger of a second rejec- 
tion, had the chambers been called, at an early day, expressly 
for this object. I replied, repeating that the declaration made 
by M. Serrurier was a positive and formal one, and that it had 
produced a forbearance on the part of the president to lay the 
state of the case before congress. In this conference, which 
was a long one, we both regretted that any misunderstanding 
should interrupt the good intelligence of two nations having so 








many reasons to preserve it, and so few of conflicting interests, 
He told me, (what I knew before), that the exposition was pre. 
pared, and that the jaw would have been presented the day 
after that on which the message was received. He showed 
me the document, read part of it to me, and expressed regret 
that the language of the message prevented it being sentin. | 
said that I hoped the excitement would soon subside, and give 
place to better feelings, in which I thought he joined with 
much sincerity. Itis, perhaps, necessary to add, that an aliy- 
sion was made by me to the change of ministry in November, 
and the reinstatement of present ministers, which I told hin 
I had considered as a most favorable occurrence, and that [ 
had so expressed myself in my communications to you; but 
that this circumstance was unknown at Washington when the 
message wag delivered, and I added that the hopes of success 
held outin the communication to which I referred, and the 
assurances it contained that the ministers would zealously 
urge the adoption of the law, might probably have imparted the 
same hopes to the president, and have induced some change 
in the measure he bad recommended. But that the formation 
of the Dupin ministry, if known, must have had avery bad 
effect on the president’s mind, as many of that ministry were 
kupwh to be hostile to the treaty. 

When I took leave, the minister requested me to reflect on 
the propriety of presenting a note of our conversation, which 
he said should be formal or otherwise, as | should desire. | 
told him [I would do so, and inform him on the next morning by 
il o’clock. 

We parted, as I thought, on friendly terms, and in the even- 
ing, meeting him at the Austrian ambassador’s I told bim that 
on reflection L had determined to wait the arrival of the packei 
of the 16th before [ gave the note, to which he made no objec- 
tion. After all this, you may judge of my surprise, when last 
night, about ten o’clock, I received the letter, a copy of which 
is enclosed, and which necessarily closes my mission. In my 
reply, | shall take care to throw the responsibility of break - 
ing up the diplomatic intercourse between the two countries 
where it ought to rest, and will not fail to expose the misstate- 
ments which you will observe are contained in the minister’a 
note; both as respects my government and myself—but the late 
hour at which L received the count de Rigny’s note, and the 
alinost immediate departure of the packet, may prevent my 
sending you a copy of my communication to him, which I shal! 
use the utmost diligence in preparing. 

The law, it is said, will be presented to-day, and I have very 
little doubt that it will pass. The ministerial phalans, rein- 
forced by those of the opposition, (and they are not a few), 
who will not take the responsibility of involving the country in 
the difficulties which they now see must ensue, will be suffi- 
cient to carry the vote. The recall of Serrurier, and the notice 
to me, are measures which are resorted to, to save the pride of 
the government and the nation, 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully. str, your most obe- 
dient servant, EDW. LIVINSTON, 


From count de Rigny to Mr. Livingston, 
[TRANSLATION. 
Depaztment of foreign affairs, Paris, January 13th, 1835, 

Sir: You have well comprehended the nature of the impres- 
sions, produced upon the king’s government, by the message 
which his excellency president Jackson addressed, on the Ist 
of December, to the congress of the United States. Nothing 
certainly could have prepared us for it. Even though the com- 
plaints expressed in it had been as just, as they are in reality 
unjust, we should still have had a right to be astonished, on 
receiving the first communication of them ip such a form. 

In the explanations which | am now abont to make, I can- 
not enter upon the consideration of any facts, other than those 
occurring subsequently to the vote, by which the last chamber 
of deputies refused the appropriation, necessary for the pay- 
ment stipulated in the treaty of July 4th. However this vote 
may have been regraded by the government of the U. States, 
it is evident, that by accepting (accueillant), the promise of 
the king’s government, to bring on a second deliberation, before 
the new legislature, it had in fact postponed all discussion, and 
all recrimination on the cubject of this first refusal, until ano- 
ther decision should have either repealed or confirmed it. This 
postponement therefore sets aside, for the time, all difficulties, 
arising either justly or unjustly, from the rejection of the treaty, 
or from the delay by which it had been preceded; and although 
the message begins by enumerating them, I think proper, in 
order to confine mysvif to the matter in question, only to reply 
to the imputations made on account of subsequent occurrences. 

The reproaches which president Jackson considers himself 
authorised to address to France, may be summed up ina few 
words. The king’s government promised to present the treaty 
of July 4th again to the chambers, as soon as they could be 
assembled. They were assembled on the 31st of July, and the 
treaty has not yet beea presented tothem. Sueh is exactly the 
whole substance of the president’s argumentation, and nothing 
can be easier than to refute it. 

I may first observe, that the assembling of the chambers on 
the 3lst July, in obedience to a legal prescription, that they 
should be called together within a stated period after a dissolu- 
tion of the chamber of deputies, was nothing more than a piece 
of formality; and if president Jackson had attended to the in- 
ternal mechanism of our administrative system, he would have 
been convinced that the session of 1835 could not have really 
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commenced at that season of 1834. Every one knew before 
hand that, after a fortnight spent in the forms of installation, it 
would be adjourned. ; 

The president of the United States considers that the bill 
relative to the American claiins should have been presented to 
the chamber within that fortnight. I cannot understand the 
propriety of this reproach. ‘T'he bill was explicitly announced 
in the speech from the throne, on the very day in which the 
chambers met. This was ail that was required to make known 
the opinion and design of the government, and to prevent that 
species of moral proscription to which absolute silence would 
have given authority. With regard to the mere act of presen- 
tation, 80 long before discussion could possibly take place, this 
proceeding would have been so unusual and extraordinary, 
that it might have increased the unfavorable prepossessions of 
the public already too numerous, without producing any real 
advantage in return. Above all, the result which the president 
had in view, of being able to announce the new vote of the 
chamber of deputies in his message would not have been at- 
tained. 

President Jackson expresses his regret that your solicitations 


(instances ), had uot determined the king’s government to call | 
| to depart, and that he would be glad to see me On the subject. 


the chambers together at an earlier day. How soon soevet 
they may have been called, the simplest calculation will serve 
to shew that the discussions in our chambers could not have 
been known in the United States at the opening of congress, 
and the president’s regretis therefore unfounded. Moreover, 
the same obstacles and the same administrative reasons which 
rendered a real session impossible during the months of July or 

August, were almost equally opposed to its taking place before 
the last weeks of the year. The head of a goverment like 
that of the United States, should be able to comprehend more 
clearly than any one else, those moral impoasibilities which 
arise from the fixed character of the principles of a constitu- 
tional regime, and to see thatia such a system the administra- 
tion is subject to constant and regular forms, from which no 
special interest, however important, can authorise a deviation. 

It is, then, evident, that, far from meriting the reproach of 
failing to comply with its engagements, far from having defer- 
red, either voluntarily or trom negligence, the accomplishment 
of its promises, the king’s government, ever occupied in the 
design of fulfilling them, was only arrested fora moment, by 
insurmountable obstacles. This appears from the explanations 
now given; and, I must add, that the greater part of them have 
already been presented by M. Serrurier to the government of 
the United States, which by its silence seemed to acknowledge 
their full value. 

[tis worthy of remark, that, on the Ist of December, the day 
on which president Jackson signed the message to congress, 
and remarked with severity that nearly a month was to elapse 
before the assembling of the chambers, they were in reality as- 
sembled, in virtue of a royal ordinance, called them together 
at a period earlier than that first proposed. Their assemblage 
was uot indeed immediately followed by the presentment of 
the bill relative to the American claims; but you, sir, know 
better than any Other person, the causes of this new delay. 
You yourself requested us not to endanger the success of this 
important affair, by mingling its discussion with debates of a 
diferent nature, as their mere coincidence might have the ef- 
fect of bringing other influences into play, than those by which 
it should naturally be governed. By this request, you clearly 
showed that you had, with your judicious spirit, correctly ap- 
preciated the situation of things, and the means of advancing 
the cause which you were called to defend. And, permit me 
to add, that the course which you have thought proper to adopt 
on this point is the best justification of that which we ourselves 
have for some months been pursuing, in obedience to the ne- 
cessities inherent in our political organization, and in order to 
insure, as far as lies in our power, the success of the new at- 
tempt which we were preparing to make in the chamber. 

Htowever this may be, the king’s government, freed from the 
internal difficulties, the force of which you have yourself so for- 
mally admitted, was preparing to present the bill for giving 
sanction to the treaty of July 4th, when the strange message of 
December lst came, and obliged it again to deliberate on the 
course which it should pursue. 

The king’s government, though deeply wounded by imputa- 
ions to which I will not give a name, have demonstrated their 
purely gratuitous character, still does not wish to retreat abso- 
lutely from a determination, already taken, in a spirit of good 
faith and justice. How great soever may be the difficulties, 
caused by the provocation which president Jackson has given, 
and by the irritation which it has produced in the public mind, 
it will ask the chambers for an appropriation of twenty-five 
millions, in order to meet the engagements of July 4th. But, 
atthe same time, his majesty has considered it due to his own 
dignity, no longer to leave his minister exposed to bear language 
60 offensive to France. M. Serrurier will receive orders to re- 
turn to France. 


Such, sir, are the determinations of which I am charged im- 
mediately to inform you, in order that you may make them 
known to the government of the United States, and that you 
may yourself take those measures which may seem to you to be 
the natural consequences of this communication. The pass- 
Ports which you may desire, are, therefore, at your disposition. 

Accept, sir, the assurance of my high consideration, 

P DE RIGNY. 

To the hon. Edw. Livingston. ° 








Mr. Livingston to Mr. Forsyth. 
Legation of the United States, Paris, Jan. 15th, 1835. 

Sir: Having determined to send Mr. Brown, one of the gen- 
tlemen attached to the legation, to Havre, with my despatches, 
[ have just time to add to them the copy of the note which L 
have sent to the count de Riguy. The course indicated by it 
was adopted alter the best reflections [ could give to the sub- 
ject, and I hope will meet the approbation of the president. 
My first impressions were, that I ought to follow my inclina- 
tions, demand my passports, and leave the kingdom. This 
would at once have freed me from a situation extremely pain- 
ful and embarrassing, but a closer attention convinced me that, 
by so doing, Ll should give to the French government the ad- 
vantage they expect to derive from the equivocal terms of their 
note, which, as occasions might serve, they might represent as 
a suggestion only, leaving upon me the responsibility of break- 
ing up the diplomatic intercourse between the two countries if 
I demanded my passports; or if [ did not, and they found the 
course convenient, they might call it an order to depart, which 
i had not complied with. Baron Rothschild also cated on me 
yesterday, saying that be had conversed with the count de Rig- 
ny, Who assured him that the note was not intended as a notice 


I answered that [ could have no verbal explanations on the sub- 
ject, to which be replied that he had suggested the writing a 
note on the subject, but that the minister had declined any 
written communication. Rothschild added, that he had made 
an appointment with the count de Rigny for six o’clock, and 
would see me again at night: and he called to say that there 
had been a misunderstanding as to the time of appointment, and 
that he had not seen M.de Rigny. but would see him this morn- 
ing; but in the mean time I determined on sending my note, not 
only for the reasons contained in it, which appear to me con- 
clusive, but because [ found that the course was the correct one 
in diplomacy, and that to ask for a passport merely because the 
government near which the minister was accredited had sug- 
gested it would be considered as committing the dignity of his 
own: that the universal practice in such Cases was to wait the 
order to depart, and not, by voluntary demand of passports, ex- 
onerate the foreign government from the odium and responsi- 
bility of so violent a measure. 


My note will force them to take their ground. If the answer 
is that they intended only a suggestion, which I may follow or 
not as [ choose, I will remain, but keep aloof until Ll receive your 
directions. If, on the other hand, | am told to depart, I will 
retire to Holland or England, and there wait the president’s or- 
ders. In either case, the arrangement will be extremely expen- 
sive, and my situation very disagreeable. The law was not 
presented yesterday, but will be to day, and I have been inform- 
ed that it is to be introduced by an expose, throwing all the 
blame of the present state of things on M. Serurier and me, for 
not truly representing the opinions of our respective govern- 
ments. They may treat their own minister as they please, but 


they shall not, without exposure, presume to judge of my con- - 


duct, and make me the seape-goat for their sins, The truth is 
they are sadly embarrassed. If the law should be rejected, I 
should not be surprised if they anticipated our reprisals by the 
seizure of our vessels in port, or the attack of our ships in the 
Mediterranean with a superior force. I shall, without delay, in- 
form commodore Patterson of the state of things, that he may 
be on his guard, having already sent him a copy of the message. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your most obedient servant, 
EDW. LIVINGSTON, 


Mr. Livingston to the count de Rigny. 
Legation of the U. S. of America, Paris, Jan. 14, 1835. 

The undersigned, envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary of the U. States of America, received late last night 
the note of his excellency the countde Rigny, minister secre- 
tary of state for foreign affairs, dated the 13th instant. 

The undersigned sees with great surprise, as well as regret, 
that a communication made by one branch of the government 
of the United States to another, not addressed to that of his ma- 
jesty the king of the French, nor even communicated to it, is 
alleged as the motive for a measure, which not only increases 
actual subjects of irritation, but which necessarily cuts off all 
the usual means of restoring harmony to two nations who have 
the same interest, commercial and political, to unite them, and 
none but factitious subjects for collision. 


The grave matter in the body of his excellency’s note de- 
mands, and will receive, a full answer: it is to the concludin 
part that his attention is now requested. The undersigned, af- 
ter being informed that it is the intention of his majesty’s go- 
vernment to recall Mr. Serrurier, is told “that this information 
is given to the undersigned, in order that he may communicate 
it to his government, and in order that he may himself take 
those measures which may appear to him the natural result of 
that communication; and that, in consequence thereof, the 
passports which he might require are at his disposition.’? This 
phrase may be considered as an intimation of the course which, 
in the opinion of his majesty’s government, the undersigned 
ought to pursue, as the natural result of Mr. Serrurier’s recall; 
or it may be construed, as it seems to have been by the public, 
into a direction by his majesty’s government to the minister of 
the United States to cease his functions and leave the country. 

It is necessary, in a matter involving such grave consequen- 
ces, that there should be no misunderstanding; the two catego- 
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ries demanding a line of conduct entirely different the one from 
the other. 

_ du the first, he can take no directions, or follow no sugges- 
tions but those given by his own government, which he has 
been sent here to represent. The recall of the minister of 
France, on the grounds alleged, could not have been anticipat- 
ed; of course no instructions have been given to the undersign- 
ed on the subject; and he will not take upon himself the respon- 
sibility which he would incur by a voluntary demand of his 
passports, although made on the suggestion of his majesty’s go- 
vernment. If this be the sense of the passage in question, the 
duty of the undersigned cannot be mistaken. He will transmit 
the note of his excellency the count de Rigny to his govern- 
ment, and wait its instructions. Widely different will be his 
conduct, if he is informed that the conclusion of the count de 
Rigny’s note is intended as a direction that he should quit the 
French territory. This he will, without delay, comply with, 
on being so informed, and on receiving the passports necessa- 
ry for his protection unui he shall leave the kingdom. 

Leaving the responsibility of this measure where it ought to 
rest, the undersigned has the honor to renew to his excellency 
the count de Rigny the assurance, &c. &c. 

(Signed) EDW. LIVINGSTON. 


No. 73. 
Mr. Livingston to Mr. Forsyth. 
Legation of the United States, Paris, January 16, 1835. 

Sir: The wind being unfavorable, | hope that this letter may 
arrive in time for the packet. 

By the enclosed semi-official paper, you will see that a law 
has been presented for effecting the payment of 25,000,000 
france capital to the United States, for which the budgets of 
the six years next succeeding this are affected, and with a con- 
dition annexed that our government shal! have done nothing to 
affect the interests of France. It would seem from this that they 
mean to pay nothing but the capital, and that only in six years 
from this time; but, as the law refers to the treaty, for the exe- 
cution of which it provides, { presume the intention of the mi- 
nistry cannot be lo make avy change in it, and that the phrase- 
ology is in conformity with their usual forms. At any rate, I 
shall, notwithstanding the situation in which [am placed in re- 
lation to this government, endeavor to obtain some explanation 
On this point. 

The packet of the 16th has arrived; but, to my great regret, 
brought me no despatches, and having received none subse- 
quent to your No, 43, and that not giving me any indication of 
the conduct that would be expected from me in the event of 
such measures as might have been expected on the arrival of 
the president’s message, | have been left altogether to the guid- 
ance of my own sense of duty, under circumstances of much 
difficulty. [have endeavored to shape my course through them 
in such a way as to maintain the dignity of my government, 
and preserve peace, and, if possible, restore the good under- 
standing that existed between the two countries. From the 
view of the motives of the president’s message, contained in 
the auswer of the Globe to the atticle in the Intelligencer, I am 
happy in believing that the representations [ have made to the 
count de Rigny, as detailed in my No. 71, are those entertained 
by the government, and that I have not, in this at least, gone 
further than it would have directed me to do had I been favor- 
ed with your instructions. 

I have ne answer yet to my note to the count de Rigny,a 
copy of which was sent by my last despatch, nor can [| form 
any new conjecture as to the event. 

The enclosed paper contains a notice that I had been receiv- 
ed by the king. This is unfounded, and shall be contradicted. 
I shall not, in the present state of things. make my appearance 
at court, and only in cases where it is indispensable have any 
communication with the ministers. I have the honor to be, with 
great respect, your obedient servant, EDW. LIVINGSTON, 

Hon. J. Forsyth, §c. ec. 


Mr. Forsyth to Mr. Livingston. 

Department of state, Washington, Feb. 13, 1835. 
Srr: To relieve the anxiety expressed in your late communi- 
cation to the department of state, as to the course to be pursued 
in the event of the rejection by the chamber of deputies of the 
law to appropriate funds to carry into effect the treaty of 4th 
July, 1831, f am directed by the president to inform you that if 
congress shall adjourn without prescribing some definite course 
of action, as soon az it is known here that the law of appropri- 
ation has been again rejected by the French chamber, a frigate 
will be immediately despatched to Havre to bring you back to 
the United States, with such instructions as the state of the 
question may then render necessary and proper. [ am, sir, &c. 

JOHN FORSYTH. 

Edward Livingston, esq. 


No. 49. 
Mr. Forsyth to Mr. Livingston. 
Department of state, Washington, Feb. 24, 1835. 

Srr: Your despatches to No. 73 have been received at the de- 
partment; No. 73 by yeaterday’s mail. Nos. 70,71, 72, were 
delayed until this morning, by the mismanagement of the young 
man to whose care they were committed by the captain of the 
packet Sully, in New York. 

In the very unexpected and unpleasant position in which you 
have been placed, [ am directed by the president to say to you, 


———-_ 
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that he approves of your conduct as well-becoming the repre- 
sentative of a government ever slow to manifest resentinent, 
and eager only to fulfil the obligations of justice and good fait), 
bul, at the same time, to inform you, that he should have fel; 
no surprise, and Certainly would have expressed no displeasure, 
had you yielded to the impuise of national pride, and at ounce 
have quitted France, with the whole legation, on the receipt of 
the count de Rigny’s note of the 13th of January. M. Serrurier 
having received his orders, has terminated his ministerial caree; 
by the transmission of a note, a copy of which, and of all the 
correspondence had with him, is herewith enclosed. M. Pageo, 
has been presented to me as charged with the affairs of France 
on the recall of the minister. 

The note of the count de Rigny having, no doubt, according 
to your intention, received from you an appropriate reply, it is 
only necessary for me now to say, that the count is entirely 
mistaken in supposing that any explanations have been given 
here, by M. Serrurier, of the causes that have led to the disre- 
gard or postponement of the engagements entered into by France 
after the rejection of the appropriation by the last chamber of 
deputies, and of whieh he was the organ. No written commu- 
nication whatever has been made on the subject, and none ver. 
bally made of sufficient importance to be recerded; a silence 
with regard to which could [not}) have been justly the founda. 
tion of any inference that the president was satisfied that the 
course of the French administration was either reconeileable to 
the assurances given him, Or necessary to seeure a majority of 
the chamber of deputies. 

The last note of Mr. Serrurier will be the subject of separate 
instructions, which will be immediately prepared and forward- 
ed to you. 

In the present position of our relations with France, the pre- 
sident directs that, if the appropriation to execute the treaty 
shall be, or shall have been, rejected by the French legislature, 
you forthwith quit the territory of France, with all the legation, 
and return to the United States by the ship of war which shal! 
be in readiness at Havre to bring you back to your own coun- 
try. If the appropriation be made, yon may retire to England 
or Holland, leaving Mr. Barton in charge of affairs. Notity the 
department of the place selected as your temporary residence, 
and await further instructions. I am, sir, your obedient ser- 
vant, JOHN FORSYTH. 

Edward Livingston, esq. envoy extraordinary and min. plen. 

Mr. Forsyth to Mr. Serrurier. 
Department of state, Washington, Feb. 23, 1835. 

Official information having been received by the president of 
the recall of Mr. Serrurier by his government, and the papers 
of the morning having announced the arrival of a French sloop 
of war at New York, for the supposed object of carrying him 
from the United States, the undersigned, secretary of state of 
the United States, tenders to Mr. Serrurier all possible facilities 
in the power of this government to afford, to enable him to 
comply speedily with the orders he may have received or may 
receive. 

The undersigned avails himself of the occasion to renew to 
Mr. Serrurier the asstrances of his very great consideration. 

JOHN FORSYTH. 
Mr. Serrurier to Mr. Forsyth—Translation. 
Washington, February 23, 1835. 

Sir: [ have just received orders from my government, which 
make it necessary for me to demand of you an immediate audi- 
ence. I, therefore, request you to name the hour at which it wil! 
suit you to receive me at the department of state. I have the bo- 
nor to be, with great consideration, sir, your obedient humble 
servant, SERRURIER. 

To the hon. John Forsyth, secretary of state of the U. S. 


Mr. Forsyth to Mr. Serrurier. 

Department of state, Washington, Feb. 23, 1835. 
The undersigned, secretary of state of the United States, in- 
forms Mr. Serrurier, in reply to his note of this instant, demand. 
ing the indication of an hour for an immediate audience, that 
he is ready to receive, in writing, any communication the go- 
vernment of France desires to have made to the government of 
the United States. The undersigned has the honor to offer to 

Mr. Serrurier the assurances of his very great consideration, 

JOHN FORSYTH. 


Mr. Serrurier to Mr. Forsyth—Translation. 
Washington, February 23, 1835. 

Str: My object in asking you this morning to name the hour 
at which it would snit you to receive me was in order that! 
might, in consequence of my recall as minister of his majesty 
near the United S:ates, present and accredit Mr. Pageot, the 
first secretary of this legation, as charge d’affaires of the king; 
this presentation, which, according to usage, I calculated on 
making in person, I have the honor, in compliance with the 
desire expressed to me by you, to make in the form which you 
appear to prefer. 

I thank you, sir, for the facilities which you have been kind 
enough to afford me, in the note preceding that now answered, 
also of this morning’s date, and which crossed the letter in 
which I demanded an interview. I have the honor to renew (0 
you, sir, the assurance of my high consideration, 

SERRURIER. 





To the hon. John Forsyth, secretary of state. 
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